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Mr. Justice Hannen is not a university 1 man. The eleo- 
tion of the professor is announced as likely to be made 
during the current term. 





THE BILL TO AMEND the Jaw relating to life insur- 
ance companies now before the House of Commons is a 


| very good example of the timid and hesitating manner in 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with | . ae 
the bill is to secure the solvency of life insurance com- 


regularity in the Provinces, it is requested that application be 
made direct to the Publisher. 
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panies. 


WE PRINT THIS WEEK the New Courts of Justice | 


Site Bill, intended to carry into effect the Howard-street 
scheme. For its own purpose the bill is well enough. 
The objection is that the adoption of the purpose in 
question will place oar Law Courts in a very inconve- 
nient and undesirable position, and occasion expense 
and delay. We have always maintained that conve- 
nience should be the first consideration in choosing the 
site for such a building, not neglecting the ornamental 


but carrying it out in subservience to the main aim of | 
| There are also special provisions for the deposit of copies 


utility. To cram the Law Courts in the hypothetical 


site down at the bottom of Howard-street would be to | 
; Companies on an amalgamation between two companies, 


sacrifice use as well as appearance. 
As to the approaches, the right and left access is much 
the same to each site, except that the frontage to the 


Strand possessed by the Carey-street site is preferable to | 
' able by a fine. 


the Howard-street frontage to the Embankment, inas- 
much as the Strand is a more arterial thoroughfare than 
the Embankment, 


the Carey-street site, plus the distance from the Strand 
to Howard-street. Turning to the extra expense and 
delay which must be occasioned by a change of site, 
it is really impossible to imagine anyone serious in ar- 
guing that a site already bought and cleared can be dis- 
posed of, and a new one taken upon which all the busi- 
ness of valuing, purchasing, and clearing, will have to be 
got through,—at no cost of money or time. The question 
of time needs no argument; as to the money question Mr. 
Layard, in his endeavour to recommend the change, did 
not profess that in hisresale of the present site he could get 
back the law charges,which alone amounted to more than 
£60,000; a smallsum when you are dealing with millions, 
but one which we cannot afford to throw away for a mere 
fancy, in addition to having to incur fresh expenses in 
buying the new site. Mr. Layard said, however, that by 
judicious nursing he thought he could get for the Carey- 
street site the price which the nation has already paid 
for it. All we can say is, that such an event is particu- 
larly improbable, and anyone who has much knowledge of 
compulsory purchases will be of the same opinion. It 
is a rule established by experience that compulsory pur- 
chases are always made at a very high figure; you pay, 
beyond the estimate of actual value, something for the 
mere compulsion; and juries, in. estimating compensation, 
are not very prone to squeeze the vendor. 





By THE STATUTE * constituting the new Professorship 
"of Jurisprudence at Oxford two out of the four electors 
were to be nominated by Corpus Christi College and ap- 
proved by Convocation. In pursuance of this power the 
college has nominated, and Convocation, at its meeting 
last Wednesday, has approved, Sir Roundell Palmer and 
Mr. Justice Hannen as such electors, Sir Roundell 
Palmer was a fellow of Magdalen College, Oxford, but 





* Vide supra yr. 489, 





From the northward whatever new | 
approaches may be needed to the Carey-street site will be | 
needed also to Howard-street, with this not unimportant | 
addition, that for Howard-street the approaches must | 
be very much longer, the difference being the depth of | 


, is, however, very faulty and incomplete. 
, do not go far enough. 





which English legislation is conducted. The object of 


Probably no one will doubt that this is a most 
desirable object, although there is much difference of 
opinion as to the best way of obtaining it. The principle 


' of the bill apparently is to require life insurance companies 
| tomake official returns of the income, expenditure, mode of 


doing business, &c., which may be to some extent a guide 


| by which the solvency of the company may be asc2r- 


tained. 

The way in which it is proposed to carry out this idea 
The provisions 
The companies are required to 
make a return every year of their income and expenditure, 


of their balance sheet, and of the new business transac- 
| tion during the past year. 
| in every ten years showing the principles on which the 


Also an actuarial return once 


business of the company is conducted. These returns 


i are to be deposited with the Registrar of Joint-stock Com- 


panies in certain forms contained i in schedules to the.bill. 
of aczounts, &c, with the Registrar of Joint-stock 


or when the business of one company is transferred to 
another. A neglect or refusal to comply with the re- 
quirements of the bill is made a misdemeanour punish- 


The chief defects in this bill are—first, it appoints nd 
officer to examine and check the accoants required 
from the companies (and without such a person the giving 
of accounts would be almost wholly nugatory); seconily, 
it makes no provision for the separation of accounts 
between different classes of business in those companies 
which are engaged in mariue and other insurance busiaess 
as well as in life insurance; thirdly, itis not rendered 
necessary that there should be any fixed amount or pro- 
portion of capital actually paid up in cash before poli- 
cies are granted. These omissions are such serious defects 
in the bill that it may perhaps be doubted whether it is 
desirable that the bill should pass at all. The object of 
the bill is, however, so desirable, and the probability of 
anything approaching complete legislation o1 this or 
any other subject so small, that it would probably be 
best that the bill should pass, and thus become a nucleus 
round which subsequent and more efficient legislation 
may be collected. It is something to have maie a step 
in the right direction, however little may at firsi be 
directly achieved thereby. 





THE StarFroRD ELEcTION Perirron has resulted ia 
tbe disqualification of all the candidates at the late 
election, and the town has narrowly escaped a report of 
the extensive prevalence of corrupt practices, The in- 
quiry lasted nine days, and was, we believe, the longess 
there has yet been under the new system. Extensive 
corruption atthe election of 1865 was revealed, aud also 
a continuous system of Christmas charity of a peculiar 
description, which the judge said he could not supp>-e 
not to have been prompted by an intention to inflaens 
voters at the next election, The judge, however, did 
not base his decision upou the Christmas gifts, waich 
were not shown to have affected any particular voter ; 
and though, as the judge thought, corruptly given, we 
presume he held the persons so corruptly giving no3 to 
be agents of any candidate at the last election. This, 
probably, was so, as the former member, who had given 
the largest sums in this way, was not a candidate again, 

and the gentleman who stood in the same interest had 
employed different agents, Colonel Meller was unseated 
in consequence of one of his agents having written 


29 
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names on the cards of voters who had plumped for him 
as a kind of certificate of their having done so. This 
was alleged on the one side to have been done in pur- 
suance of a promise of some reward to the voters, and 
to entitle them to get it; and although the agent was 


: beserved personally anywhere within the district in which 


called and denied that this was his object, he was unable | 
to suggest any other plausible reason for his having done , 
ship. He may be served in any barracks by delivery to 


it. Besides this, a system of committees at public-houses 


was in vogue, which the judge denounced as an organi- , 


zation peculiarly calculated to supply the machinery for 
bribery. Mr. Pochin, the other sitting member, and Mr. 
Chawner, the defeated candidate, who claimed Colonel 
Meller’s seat, were disqualified for acts of intimidation 
by their agent. This agent seemed to have taken it 
into his head that be was entitled by any means to 
prevent voters on the other side whom he sus- 
pected of being bribed from voting. It is needless to 
say that the judge held that this was no justification 
for intimidation. On this side, the judge gave credit to 
Mr. Pochin for having changed his agents, who had 
been concerned in corrupt expenditure in 1865, and for 
having taken sensible and apparently effectual measures 
to prevent the same thing taking place again. It was 
owing to this that he did not feel compelled to report 
the prevalence of corrupt practices in 1868, He pointed 
out, however, that the organization on this side, though 
not calculated to carry out bribery, as on the other side, 
was peculiarly calculated to encourage intimidation and 
violence. The vigilance committee which was formed 
was a body of which the judge said that he could not ima- 
gine how it could be legitimately or properly employed. 
We hope Mr. Justice Blackburn’s remarks as to the 
formation of this kind of committees will be remembered 
at the next general election. Where there is anything 
like a balance of evidence as to particular corrupt 
practices having been carried on or not, the character of the 
organization employed, whether, as at Stafford, obviously 
appropriate for carrying on that practice and little ap- 
propriate for anything else, or whether the reverse, 
must almost always decide the matter, if looked at from 
a common sense point of view, as Mr, Justice Blackburn 
invariably does look at such matters. 

We do not find the Stafford decision throws any 
further light upon the law cf agency, except as to one 
point, of which we imagine little doubt would have 
been entertained. The judge held that an agent be- 
traying his principal, and committing acts of corruption 
expressly in order to disqualify him, and against orders, 
could not, when s0 acting, be considered as an agent. 

THE ANNUAL REPORT of the Council of Law Report- 
ing for the year 15068, just issued, is very brief this year. 
It is announced that the subscription receipts in 1868 
were £22,067 103. 6d., as against £21,860 16s, 4d. in 
1867—an increase of £206 14s.2d. The cost of printing 
and delivery, we are tld, has been reduced by £1,087, 
and the “debit cash balance” from £3,324 103. 7d. to 
£292 8s. 2d. £5,346 5s. was paid to the editors and 
reporters, and if the profession will increase their sub- 
scriptions the Council hope that they may at some time 
not far distant pay full salaries. The balance sheet ap- 
pended to the report can receive no comment, since it is 
utterly impossible to understand it. Two separate 
digests of the equity and common law cases reported 
from the commencement were in a forward state of pre- 
paration early this year; the Council, however, have re- 
solved on consolidating them into one digest, which in- 
volves a little delay in the publication. The place of 
Serjeant, now Justice, Hayes, in the council has been 
filled up by Serjeant O’Brien; the remainder of the 
council are as before, except that Mr. Taverner, as re- 
presenting Gray’s-inn, has retired, on the score of ill- 
health, and is succeeded by Mr. J. A. Russell, Q.C. 





NEARLY TWENTY of the “ County Court Rules, 1868,” 
relate to the mode of serving sammonses, and at first sight 
A defendant may 


teem to include every possible case. 








he resides or carries on business on his own account, and 
if he cannot be so served, the summons is to be 
left at his house or place of business. He may be 
served by delivery to any person over sixteen at 
his place of business. He may be served on board a ship 
by delivery to some person apparently in charge of the 


an officer there. He may even be served in prison by de- 
livery to the governor of the prison. If he closes his 
house or place of business he may be served by affixing 
the summons on his door. If he is a violent man and 
threatens the summoning officer he may be served by 
having the summons thrown at him and left “ as near to 
the defendant as practicable.” He may be served at a 
lunatic asylum provided he is “ employed and dwells” 
there. In only one case can he be served at his place 
of employment, and that is when he works underground, 

It is a curious fact that there are numerous cases in 
London and the large towns, which these rules cannot 
reach, notwithstanding the apparent stringency with 
which they are drawn. Some defendants conceal 
and frequently change their “ places of dwelling,” 
and Lave no “ places of business” of their own; they are 
thus out of the jurisdiction of the county courts, and snap 
their fingers when threatened with proceedings. [It has 
been suggested that if registrars were empowered to issue 
summonses in these cases on affidavits that reasonable 
efforts had been made to discover the defendants’ places 
of dwelling without effect, this difficulty would be got 
over, 





THE BANKRUPTCY BILL AS AMENDED. 

We make no apology to our readers for recurring again 
to the Bankruptcy Bill. It is but too evident that 
the present session of Parliament is not likely to 
do much for the reform of the law; it is too busy 
about other things. The Attorney-General’s Bankruptcy 
Bill is about the only measure of real importance to which 
the most sanguine of law reformers look with any hope 
of its passing this year. We look upon the bill with much 
hope for two reasons, First, it is framed, as we think, 
upon sound principles, and in the interest of creditors, 
and thus it escapes the snare into which Lord Westbury 
fell with his Act. Secondly, it is short and simple, and 
thus it avoids the rock on which Lord Cairns’ bill of last 
year was wrecked. 

As we mentioned last week, an amended edition of 
the bil has just been published. In his proposed 
amendments the Attorney-General has made an effort, 
showiug both anxiety and skill, to remedy the short- 
comings which have been pointed out by various critics 
in the first draft. The modifications now proposed 
demand the most serious consideration ; indeed, 
the importance of some of them it is scarcely possible to 
overrate, and as the subject is one that will admit of 
classification, we shall treat the changes calling for 
review in the order in which they occur in the bill 
itself. 

Passing by a few changes in the definition of terms, 
which are probably intended rather to remove small 
inconsistencies of language than to effect any greater 
change, we come to section 6, in which it is proposed to 
add, or rather retain another act of Bankruptcy in addi- 
tion to the four contained in the original bill. The 
four originally proposed were—making an assignment for 
the benefit of creditors, making a fraudulent assignment, 
submitting to execution for not less than £50 in the 
case of a trader, or in the case of a non-trader allowing 
execution to be returned unsatisfied—and failure to pay 
a debt of not less than £50 for seven days in the case 
of a trader, or three weeks in the case of a non-trader, 
after a demand in writing with a threat of proceedings 
in bankruptcy. Itis now proposed to add, as an addi- 
tional act of bankruptcy, the debtor’s absconding or going 
abroad with intent to defraud his creditors. This changa 
has, we belicve, been made in deference to the opinioa 
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of many persons practically concerned in the adminis- 
tration of the bankruptcy law, and it is for the better. 
The definition of a trader in the original bill was, as we 
pointed out in our first article, very defective. The old 
method of describing a trader was by enumerating a 
large number of trades, and then adding general words 
to cover any which might chance to have been omitted 
in the preceding list. In the bill, as first drawn, the 
enumeration of trades was omitted, and the general words 
only retained. But the general words were by no means 
wide enough to cover many of those who ought clearly 
to rank as traders. The Attorney-General has now re- 
curred to the safe, if not very scientific, method of 
enumeration, with the old general clause appended. 

In clause 10 we meet with one of the most important, 
but not one of the most satisfactory, features of the 
amended bill. When the bill first appeared it was pointed 
out by us, as well as by many other critics of the mea- 
sure, that it afforded a very insufficient protection to 
creditors against fraudulent preferences. The matter 
stood thus :—By section 6 a petition for adjudication 
could only be presented within two months of the act of 
bankruptcy on which it was founded. By section 10 of 
the original bill the title of the trustee was to relate back 
only to the act of bankruptcy on which the adjudication 
purported to be founded. By section 88 of the old bill 
{section 92 of the new) every preference to a creditor is 
to be avoided if the debtor become bankrupt within three 
mouths. If these sections had passed it is plain that, so 
far as this bill is concerned, no fraudulent preference 
could be set aside unless it were detected by an adverse 
creditor within three months at the very outside. To 
meet this defect the new section 10 proposes that the 
bankruptcy shall relate back to the act of bankruptcy on 
which the adjudication is founded ; “or if the bankrupt 
is proved to have committed more acts of bankruptcy 
than one, to the first of the acts of bankruptcy that may, 
in the course of the bankruptcy proceedings, be proved 
to have been committed by the bankrupt within twelve 
months next preceding the order of adjudication.” Now 





| 


if questions of title arising out of bankruptcy, questions | 


of fraudulent preference and the like, could occur only 
in the Court of Bankruptcy and in the course of the 
bankruptcy proceedings, this section might be all very 
well. But we know in fact that in nine casesout of ten 
such questions arise, not in the bankruptcy proceedings, 
and not in the Court of Bankruptoy, but in actions 
of trover &c., ina court of common law. Is it then 
to be left to the jury to try, as a matter of fact, whether 


an act of bankruptcy earlier than that upon which the | 


adjudication purports to be founded was or was not 
proved in the course of the bankruptcy proceedings ? Or 
how is the matter to be dealt with ? 
the kindred sections, section 10 and section 92, be 
allowed to stand side by side with a twelve months limit 
in one and a three months limit in the other ? 

The next section involving any very material altera- 
tion is section 15, which reduces the majority of creditors 
entitled to vote at meetings to a majority in value instead 
of a majority in number and value, in the case of an 
ordinary resolution, and to a majority in number and 
three-fourths instead of five-sixths in value, in the case of 
a special resolution. Section 22 and 23 in their new 


Again, how can | 


form are intended to place trustees in a more favourable | 
position with respect to the disclaimer of onerous pro- | 


perty. 

Among the objections most strongly urged to the 
original bill was one to the effect that the hands of the 
trustee would be too much tied, and that a recurrence to 
the expensive and unsatisfactory process of a general 
meeting of creditors would be too frequently requisite. To 
meet the objection section 24 adds several new powers to 
the discretionary powers of the trustee, and especially the 
right to sell book debts; while section 26 contains the 
very useful proposal, that the various powers which can 
be conferred upon the trustee only by a meeting of cre- 
ditors may be conferred by a general resolution authoris- 


ing the class of acts, and not merely by special resolution 
for each individual act. 

Section 27 undertakes to deal with a subject of great 
importance. As the bill originally stood, though provi- 
sion was made for liquidation by arrangement with- 
out adjudication in bankruptcy, no means were given 
of changing a bankruptcy once commenced into an ar- 
rangement. This defect is dealt with in the new section 
27. The terms of the section are as follows :— 

“The trustee may, with the sanction of a special resolu- 
tion of the creditors assembled at any meeting of which 
notice has been given specifying the object of such meeting, 
accept any composition offered by the bankrupt, or assent 
to any general scheme of settlement of the affairs of the 
bankrupt upon such terms as may be thought expedient, 
and with or without a condition that the order of adjudica- 
tion is to be annulled, subject nevertheless to the approval 
of the Court, to be testified by the judge of the Court sign- 
ing the instrument containing the terms of such composi- 
= or scheme, or embodying such terms in an order of the 

Yourt. 

Where the annulling the order of adjudication is made a 
condition of any composition with the bankrupt or of any 
general scheme for the liquidation of his affairs, the Court, 
if it approves of such composition or general scheme, shall 
annul the adjudication on an application made by or on 
behalf of any person interested, and the adjudication shall 
be annulled from and after the date of the order annulling 
the same. 

The provisions of any composition or general scheme 
made in pursuance of this Act may be enforced by the 
Court on a motion made in a summary manner by any 
person interested, and any disobedience of the order of the 
Court made on such motion shall be deemed to be a con- 
tempt of Court. The approval of the Court shall be con- 
clusive as to the validity of any such composition or 
scheme, and it shall be binding on all creditors so far as 
relates to any debts due to them and provable under the 
bankruptcy.” 

This section is daring in its brevity and simplicity, 
but we believe it will be found to meet the case. 

Section 29 proposes a very sweeping change in the 
law, and one of very questionable utility. The furthest 
extent to which the Legislature has hitherto gone in the 
way of allowing proofs under the bankruptcy in the 
case of unliquidated damages, is to provide means for 
ascertaining the damages for breaches of contract already 
committed. It has never yet, we believe, been proposed 
to allow anyone to prove in respect of a contract which 
has never been and may never be broken. The cases of 
debts subject to a contingency and the like stand, of 
course, on quite a different footing. But it is now pro- 
posed that proof may be made, and, of course, the bank- 
rupt will be discharged (unless the Court shall think 
that the value of the liability cannot be fairly estimated) 
in respect of “any compensation for work or labour 
done, any obligation or possibility of an obligation to 
pay money or money’s worth on the breach of any ex- 
press or implied covenant, contract, agreement, or under- 
taking, whether such breach does or does not occur, or 
is or is not likely to occur or capable of occurring, before 
the close of the bankruptcy, and generally it shall in- 
clude any express or implied engagement, agreement, or 
undertaking, to pay, or capable of resulting in the pay- 
ment of money or money’s worth, whether such pay- 
ments be, as respects amount, fixed or unliquidated ; as 
respects time, present or future, certain or dependent on 
any one contingency or on two or more contingencies ; 
as to mode of valuation, capable of being ascertained by 


| fixed rules, or assessable only by a jury, or as matter of 


opinion.” 

It would appear that under this section if a bankrupt is 
engaged to be married, and has every intention to fulfil 
his engagement, the lady must still in self-defence come 
and prove the contract, and take the opinion of the 
Court as to whether its value can properly be assessed, 
or that otherwise the bankrupt will be discharged. 

With regard to the discharge of a bankrupt some 
alterations are proposed. The altered bill would entitle 
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a bankrupt to his discharge, if he pays ten shillings in | 
the pound, or his creditors resolve that his bankruptcy | 
has arisen from unavoidable misfortune, and that they 
wish him to have his discharge, subject, however, toa | 
suspension or refusal of the order of discharge if the 
bankrupt have fajled to give up any property, or has | 
been prosecuted under the proposed Debtors’ Act. 

With respect to the status of an undiecharged bank- | 
rupt, we are convinced that the Attorney-General has | 
hit upon the right principle when he proposes to make | 
a proof in bankruptcy operate as a judgment against 
the bankrupt, so that, if he fails to obtain his discharge, 
then after a certain interval, and subject to necessary 
restrictions, execution may issue for the balance remain- 
ing unpaid. It is clear, however, having regard to the 
Statute of Limitations, that the time from which the 
proof is to rank as a judgment must be defined. And 
it is also plain that if a proof is to be binding against 
the bankrupt as well as against his estate, the bankrupt 
must be entitled to dispute the proof; and some provi- | 
sion for this purpose is the more necessary from the large 
power proposed to be given to the trustee of admitting 
proofs. Even if such provisions be added there will still 
remain the objection that a bankrupt is presumably not 
in a position to defend aclaim at law. But this objec- 
tion, we believe, to be not very important in practice, 
however formidable in theory. 

As to the Courts by which the law of bankruptcy is to 
be administered; no alteration is proposed in the con- 
stitation of the London Court as at first described. It is 
still to be presided over by a judge of one of the 
Superior Common Law Courts, and to have original 
jurisdiction in the London district, as well as jurisdiction 
to hear appeals from the county court. But as to the 
county courts it is now proposed that the present district 
courts shall cease to exist immediately upon the passing 
of the Act, and their jurisdiction be transferred to the 
county court. And further, the altered bill would give 
bankruptcy jurisdiction to all county courts instead of 
ouly to selected courts, as was originally proposed. 

Such are the most material alterations contained in 
the second edition of the bankruptcy bill. Taken as a 
whole they certainly improve the bill, but much altera- 
tion must yet be made before the measure van properly 
become law. 


THE DOCTRINE OF THE “VERY HEIR.” 
No. Il. 

In our former article on this doctrine we quoted and 
explained Coke’s rule that under a gift to heirs male or 
female of the body no one can take by purchase who is not 
heir general. 

Whatever may be said against the reasonableness of 
Coke’s rule, which is certainly a great deal, an examina- 
tion of the oldest cases leaves no doubt that, in 
laying it down, he merely enunciated an established 
doctrine of the common law. To cite theee cases at any 
length would take up too much space. They are referred 
to in Mr. Hargreaves note (Co. Inst. 24, b.), and it is 
sufficient here to mention Farringdon's case (1431), Y.B. 
9 H. vi. 23; Shelley's case, 3 Dyer, 373 b.; Ashen- 
hurst’s case (1617), cited in Mr. Hargreave’s note; 
Counder vy. Clark (1612), 1 Br. & Gold. 129; and Starling 
vy. Elrich (1695), Prec.Ch.54. Pybus y. Milford (1677), | 
1 Vent. 372, is a case which, accepting the rule, allows 
an exception where the testator’s limitations point to an | 
intention on his part that the heir special should take, | 
In Bowman v. Yates (1660), cited 1 Ch. Ca. 145, under a 
limitation, by deed of settlement made on a second mar- 
riage, to the heirs male by the second wife, a son of the 
second wife was allowed to take, although not “very 
heir” of the father, a son by the first wife being alive. 
This was acase not at common law but in equity, and 
decidedly corroborates the common Jaw rule. For the 
Court declared that though the limitation was defective | 
in lar, yet the won of the vecond wife ought to take as 





| of judgment and reason.” 


' own right heirs male for ever. 


well described according to the intent of the marriage 
settlement. This, then, was merely a rather strong case 
of the Court of Chancery reforming a mistake in a mar- 
riage settlement which would have defeated the plain 
intention of the parties. If the limitation had been to 
the heirs male of the bodies of the father and the second 


| wife there would have been no need of emendation, 


We shall now see how Coke’s rule has been treated by 
the Courts in more modern times. 

In Ford v. Lord Ossulston (1708) the rule was empha- 
tically recognised. Per Cur.: “Heir male of his body 


: (or heirs male of itself, where the law will supply these 


words ‘of his body”) may be a good name of purchase, 
but yet the party who would take by such a limitation 
must be such a person as may be heir by the common lan, 
and would take by that name.” 

But in 1716 Lord Cowper, Q.C., in Brown v. Barkham, 
2 Vern. 728, refused to follow Coke’s doctrine. In this 
case real property was devised to trustees upon trust, 
after payment of debts, to convey to the heirs male of 
the body of Sir Robert Barkham (testator’s great grand- 
father). The question was, should the trustees con- 
vey to E. B., the cousin of the testator, who was heir 
male of the body of Sir Robert Barkham, but not heir 
general—there being a sister of the testator, who was his 
heir general and also heir general of Sir Robert Barkham— 
or to this sister. Lord Cowper said the testator’s intention 
was so plain that the only question was,—how far did the 
“ artificial reasoning of the law” prevent the Court 
from giving effect to it? A distinction had been made 
“ that the special heir of the body who takes by descent 
is within the statute de donis, but that statute extends 
not to such as take by purchase, and that is true in fact. 
But it does not follow, but the same description may as 
well ascertain the person who is to take by purchase as 
it will when he is to take by way of descent or limita- 
tion; and besides, the statute de donis creates no new 
estates or limitations, but only secures and preserves such 
estates to the heir special as were before at common 
law from being liable to alienation in such manner as 
they were at law, and no true reason can be given why 
the same description may not ascertain the person in- 
tended to take by purchase as well as to entitle him to 
take by descent. If such distinctions are to be admitted, 
and to become rules in law, the knowledge of the com- 
mon law will become rather a matter of memory than 
Aceordingly, Lord Cowper 
directed a conveyance to the heir special* and his heirs 
male of the body of the ancestor. 

But in 1722, again, Lord Macclesfield, in Daves v. 
Ferrars, 2 P. Wms. 1, refused to follow Lord Cowper’s 
lead. Here was a devise with remainder to the testator’s 
The testator died, leaving 
a granddaughter his heir-at-law, and also a nephew, son 
of a deceased brother. It was argued for the nephew 
that Lord Cowper, in Brown v. Barkham, had denied “ the 
notion of Lord Coke, ‘ that he who takes as heir male b 
purchase must be completely heir as well as heir male.’ ” 
But Lord Macclesfield interrupted, saying “ he would not 
suffer the Bar to dispute what was the foundation and 
landmark of the law; and though what was contended 
for might be reasonable, if it were to be there first, ad- 
judged, yet, whatever the law was, provided it were 
certain and known, it would be well for the subject, 
though in some particular instances it might seem un- 


| reasonable;” and he referred to ord v. Lord Ossulston. 


Again, in 1740, Lord Hardwicke, in Gwyn v. Hooke, 
8 Vin. Abr. 318,n., upon a devise with remainder to the 
testator’s own heirs male, the question being, whether 
or no the testator’s brother could take by that description 
(i.c., by purchase), said: “ Bronn v. Barkham was the 
case merely of a trust, but the principal case is that of a 
legal estate, where the rule of law that has so long pre- 


* We use the term “heir special’’ todenote an heir who is not 
the heir; in contradistinction to “heir general,” ‘ heir-at- 
law,” “very heir,” 
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yailed and been taken for granted must be observed— 
viz., that he whoclaims as heir male by purchase must 
be heir” (i.e., very heir) ‘‘ as well as heir male.” And a 
case being, by order, stated for the opinion of the Court of 
King’s Bench, the judges held that the brother could not 
so take. 

In 1741 Brown v. Birkham came, on a bill of review, 
before Lord Hardwicke, sub. nom. Neweoman v. Bethlem 
Hospital, Amb. 8. Lord Hardwicke again declined to fol- 
low Lord Cowper, saying, in much the same language 
as Lord Macclesfield,—“ If this matter had been ves in- 
tegra, and.to be considered as at the time of making the 
decree, I should have been so convinced by the argument 
and distinction of Lord Cowper as to have been of 
the same opinion; but when rules are laid down in 
books, though they may not have much reason in them, 
yet it is sufficient they are known; and I shall be very 
tender in setting up any opinion in contradiction to 
them.” He held the rule to be that whoever claims 
as heir male of the body to take by purchase, must be 
very heir as well as nearest heir male descendant of 
the body. But he also held that there might be an ex- 
ception to this rule, appearing clearly by the intention of 
the testator, and on this ground he affirmed the original 
decree in Brown v. Barkham. 

From these old cases it seems pretty plain that Coke’s 
rule was considered to be law, in spite of Lord Cowper’s 
vigorous protest. Indeed, a rule denied and subsequently 
affirmed becomes thereby more authoritative than if it 
had never been questioned. We now come to three cases 
which, at first sight, at least, seem to import a little un- 
certainty into the matter. 

In 1770, in Wills v. Palmer, 5 Burr. 2615, on a devise 
by A. P., with remainder to the heirs male of his body, 
it was held by three judges of the King’s Bench, upon a 
case for opinion directed by Lord Camden, L.C., that H. 
P., who was heir male, but not heir general, could take 
by purchase. But the report merely states the bare 
result of the decision, not giving any reasons by which 
it was arrived at: and the decision may have been 
grounded in a supposed manifestation of the. testator’s 
intention, which, as we have seen above, in -Vewcoman v. 
Bethlem Hospital, Lord Hardwicke considered might 
work an exception to an otherwise stringent rule. 

Again, in 1775, in Lvans d. Burtenshaw v. Weston, 
cited in Mr. Hargreave’s edition of Co, Inst. (164 a, n. 2), 
it appears that the Court of Exchequer refused to apply 
Coke’s rule to a marriage settlement. Here, at least, 
there could be no question about intention; but it seems 
from Mr. Hargreave’s note that the question about taking 
by purchase “was only a secondary point of the case.” 
Mr. Hargreave, however, so far takes these cases to heart 
that, referring to his former learned and elaborate argu- 
ment in support of Coke’s rule, he now, “ after such 
authorities,” warns the reader against “ incautiously 

adopting my private ideas.” 

Lastly, in 1784, in Goodtitle d, Bailey v. Pugh, Fearne, 
Cont. Rem. App. 574, on a devise with remainder to 
“right heirs of me for ever, my son excepted,” Lord 
Mansfield, C.J., said, “since Newcoman v. Barkham the 
doubts about the necessity of being very heir have been at 
an end. Wherea man gives to his own right heir, he takes 
not by description, but by his better title, by descent. 
The meaning here is, ‘ such as would be my right heir, 
if my son were dead.’” Accordingly, there being three 
daughters and the son aforesaid, the King’s Bench 
decided that the daughters should take. But the House 
of Lords, on appeal, held that the son being excepted 
and the devise being to the right heirs, no one took by 
devise or purchase, and the will was wholly inoperative, 

The weight of Lord Mansfield’s opinion in this case is 
much weakened by the fact that Vewcoman vy. Barkham 
had, as we have seen, been in the interim overruled by 
Lord Hardwicke, so far as it denied Coke's rule. 

There are three modern cases remaining to be noticed, 

1836.— Chambers v, Taylor, 3 My, & Or, 385,  Convey-* 


ance to settlor for life, with remainder to wife for life, 





remainder to heir female of their bodies. Lord Cotten- 
ham quotes with appraval Lord Mansfield’s words in 
Goodtitle d. Bailey v. Pugh, apropos of Brown v. Bark- 
ham (but N.B. that Newcoman v. Bethlem Aospital does 
not seem to have been cited). This, however, is but an 
obiter dictum, for his decision proceeds on the testator’s 
intention. “It is not, however, necessary to con- 
sider the merits of this contest, because, according to the 
most strict construction of the rule, the words ‘heir 
female’ might at all times have been good description of 
a purchaser, though the party was not heir-at-law, if 
there were other words to explain the sense in which the 
words were used, and the words used in this case are, I 
think, quite sufficient.” And see Thorpe v. T horpe, 10 
W. R. 778. 

In 1845, in Wrightson v. Macaulay, 14 M. & W. 214, 
it was said (yer Parke, B., and Pollock, C.B.), “ Coke’s 
rule has been broken in upon only as regards estates 
tail, and we are unwilling to go further.” 

Finally, in 1846, in Doe d. Angell v. Angell, 9 Q. B. 
351, Lord Denman, C.J., said :—“It must be admitted 
on all hands that the rule is modified as stated by Lord 
Hardwicke in Newcoman v. Bethlem Hospital, so that 
unless there be some special circumstances to take a case 
out of the rule, a claimant must show himself heir gene- 
ral as well as male, but that there may be such plain 
indications of a contrary intention as to take a case out 
of the rule.” 

For the result, Mr. Hawkins, in his excellent book On 
the Construction of Wills, infers that Coke’s rule “has 
now been (at least as regards estates tail) altogether 
abolished.” If Wrightson v. Macaulay were the only 
case, this might be, but having regard to the whole 
sequence of cases above traced, we think it more correct 
to say that the rule enunciated by Coke is modified only 
to the extent laid down by Lord Hardwicke in Vercoman 
v. Bethlem Hospital, and when Pibus vy. Vitford is con- 
sidered it seems very much as though this had been the 
doctrine all along. We believe, also, that where the 
testator’s intention appears clear, that “ heir male ” should 
not mean “ heir male of the body,’ there may be an ex 
ception to therule in Ford v. Lord Ossulston of sup- 
plying the words’ * of the body.” 

As to what words may be a description of the heir 
special, co as to point him out to take, by description, by 
purchase, see Goodright vy. White,2 W. Bla. 1010; also 
Wrightson v. Macaulay (ubi sup.) Doe d. Angell v 
Angell (udi sup.) 

Where Coke’s rule holds, it makes this difference, 
if the devise be to “ heirs male,” and the heir general 
happens to be a female, there is an intestacy, when of 
course the heir general takes. Conversely of a devise to 
“heirs female.” Moreover it is another rule (ride sup. 
564) that under a devise to “heirs male” none can take 
but those who claim through males; the son of a daugh- 
ter, for instance, could not take. But where this rule of 
the “ very heir ” is in force, the very heir, if a male, can 
take, though claiming through a female; and conversely. 

As the question on this doctrine is ever ready to arise,* 
our table of authorities may perhaps save sume of our 
readers much trouble. 

The subject affords an excellent illustration of the 
necessity for a remodelling of our real property law. 





* Ina recent case of Leek v. Leek, before the Master of the 
Rolls, the devise was simply to a sister for life, with remainder 
to “the heirs female.” ‘he sister was the testater’s heireat- 
law, and there were several collateral heirs female. The sister 
dying unmarried, the realty was claimed both by her devisees 
aud by these collaterals, but upon the counsel for the sister's 
devisees citing Dawes v. Ferrers (di sep.), the counsel for 
the collaterals declined to contest the matter further, 


oo ———— 





The Probate and Divorce Court cause list shows compara- 
tively fow divorce cases, but the aggregate of probate and 
divorce work to be got through is very heavy, from the length 
of some ef the cases, The Tichderne case is In the list, but will 





hardly, it is thought, be heard this term, 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
MERCANTILE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1856 (19 & 20 
Vict. c. 97)—SECTION 10 HELD RETROSPECTIVE, 


Pardo vy. Bingham, L.C., 17 W. R. 419. 


The 10th section of the Mercantile Law Amendment 
Act enacts that the absence beyond seas or imprison- 
ment of a creditor entitled to any action or suit shall not 
entitle him to any extension of time within which to 
commence proceedings ; in other words, shall not be con- 
sidered as having been a disability within the meaning 
of the Statutes of Limitation. Pardo v. Bingham is an 
important case, as settling, so far at least as the Court of 
Chancery is concerned, that this enactment is retrospec- 
tive in its operation. The point arose on appeal from 
the Master of the Rolls, but this question had not been 
argued in the Court below. 

The decisions on the different sections of this Act are 
conflicting. In Williams v. Jones, 6 W. BR. 729, section 
1 was held not retrospective. In De Wolff v, Lindsell, 16 
W. R. 324, L. R. 5 Eq. 212, section 5 was held not retro- 
spective. In Flood v. Patterson, 9 W. R. 294, section 12, 
ditto. Section 14 enacts that part payment by one of 
joint contractors shall not operate to prevent Statutes of 
Limitation from effecting a bar as in favour of the other 
contractors. In Thompson v. Waithman, 5 W. R. 30, 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley held that section to be retro- 
spective, and his decision, as that of a Court of co-ordinate 
jurisdiction,was followed by the Queen’s Bench in Jackson 
v. Woolley. But the Exchequer Chamber, on appeal, re- 
versed the decision of the Queen’s Bench, and held section 
14 not to be retrospective (6 W. R. 223,8 E. & B. 778, 
784). 

The only previous decision on the 10th section, now in 
question, was in Cornill v. Hudson, 6 W. R. 37, where the 
Queen’s Bench held it to be retrospective. This decision 
Lord Hatherley strongly approved and followed in the 
present case. He distinguished Jackson v. Woolley, ob- 
serving that the plaintiff in that case had acquired a new 
right by an act inter partes (a promise by one of the joint 
contractors). 

In Pardo vy, Bingham the appellant was seeking to en- 
foree claims accrued from fourteen to twenty-four years 
previously against the estate of a deceased debtor. Both 
debtor and creditor were “beyond the seas” from the 
accruing of the debts to the institution of the creditor’s 
proceedings; but it is noteworthy that during this inter- 
val both creditor and debtor were in the same foreign 
country, Venezeula, so that, practically, the creditor 
might have sued the debtor at any time. Lord Hatherley 
distinguishes between a case in which the party has 
practically had every facility for suing, and is, by a re- 
trospective operation in the enactment, deprived merely 
of an indefinite extension of the right to sue, and cases 
in which the party had actually, by act inter partes, 
acquired some additional right of action. If, however, 
we could regard the party in the former case as having 





it received the Royal assent on May 9th, 1828. Thus, per- 
sons whose rights were to be defeated by the Act had 
seven and a half months within which to bring ac- 
tions to enforce them, so the Act worked no hardship. 





SALE-MONEY OF SETTLED ESTATES APPLIED IN PER- 
MANENT IMPROVEMENTS. 


Re Clitheroe’s Trusts, 17 W. R. 345. 


This was an application in the matter of the Settled 
Estates Act, that the proceeds of certain settled property, 
which had been sold under an order of the Oourt, might 
be applied in making improvements on an estate, which 
was another portion of the settled property. The improve- 
ments were strictly of a permanent nature, and com- 
prised the erection of a new farm-house, repairs of build- 
ings, road-making, and under-draining. The Vice- 
Chaneellor sanctioned the above outlay, being certified 
that the improvements were substantial, and to the 
benefit of the estate. We notice the case merely because 
the application was made under section 23 of the Settled 
Estates Act, as we are not at this moment aware of a 
reported case in which a similar order has been made 
under it, although permanent improvements have often 
been authorised under section 69 of the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act, the language of which is almost iden- 
tical with the language of section 23 of the Settled 
Estates Act. Though in neither section is outlay on 
improvements of the nature literally authorised, it is 
clear that it might well be considered within the equity 
of the latter as well as of the former section, and the 
decision affords a precedent which will doubtless be of 
value to the owners of settled estates. 





GOODWILL AN INCIDENT OF THE PREMISES, AND NOT 
PERSONAL TO THE TRADER. 
Booth v. Curtis, V.C.S., 17 W. R. 393. 

Goodwill is sometimes, but incorrectly, viewed as 
something of a personal nature, appertaining to the 
person who carries on the business and not to the 
premises where the business is carried on. So far as it 
consists in the connection to which the departing trader 
is able to introduce or recommend his successor, the former 
view is correct; but goodwill, properly speaking, is an inci- 
dent of the premises, and inseparable from them, it being 
definable asthe probability thatcustomers who have before 
resorted to the shop will do so again, and presupposes 
the continued existenee of the shop, so that by the re- 
moval of the shop the goodwill, properly so called, is at 
anend. Thus, in the recent case of King v. The Mid- 
land Railway Company, 17 W. R. 1138, the Vice-Chan- 
cellor Giffard held the mortgagee of a shop entitled to 


'‘ the price paid for the goodwill of the business where 


counted on the then state of the English law, this would | 
be a difference merely of degree. Practically, the prin- | 
ciple laid down in Cornill v. Hudson, and adopted by | 


Lord Hatherley in the present case, will not operate 
hardly,and the contrary would be very inconvenient. 
Lord Hatherley’s observations are noteworthy, as affect- 
ing the general principles of the interpretation of sta- 


tutes. He concludes, supporting himself by a reference | 
to Parke, B., in Moon vy. Durden (2 Ex, 22), that the ! 


maxim “nova constitutio formam non debit ponere pra- 
teritis” is not so far rigid as to allow of no exception 
unless the contrary be expressed in the very language 
and grammar of the enactment, but that you must look 
to the general scope and purview of the Act. 

Here we may observe that, though Lord Tenterden’s 
Act has been decided to be retrospective, and therefore to 
defeat antecedent rights, that Act did not, by section 10, 
come into operation until January Ist, 1629, although 





the shop had been sold to the railway company, 
on the ground that the mortgage included it as 
an incident of the premises; and in the case before us, 
where the lease of a freehold-public house had been sold 
and a premium realised, the third of such premium 
was claimed by the widow of the intestate owner, as being 
in fact the consideration for the goodwill, and, therefore, 
personal estate. But the Vice-Chancellor Stuart held 
that the goodwill could not be separated from the fee- 
simple, and was in other words an incident of it. 


COMMON LAW. 
CARRIERS ACT (11 Gno. 4, AND 1 WILL. 4, C, 68), 88. 1 
AND 6—SPECIAL CONTRACT, 
Banendale vy. The Great Eastern Railway Company, 
Ex. Ch,, 17 W. R. 412. 

In this case the plaintiffs delivered to the defendants 
at Rotterdam a case of pictures, worth £84, to be car- 
ried to London, vid Harwich. The goods were delivered 
under a bill of lading exempting the defendants from 
liability for certain sea and land perils. No declaration 
was made by the plaintiffs of the value of the pictures, 
which were ultimately lost between Harwich and Lon- 
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don. The defendants contended that they were relieved 
from liability under the Carriers Act (11 Geo. 4 and lL 
Will. 4, c. 68), s. 1, which provides, in effect, that 
carriers shall not be liable for the loss of goods of certain 
specified descriptions (which include pictures) if such 
goods are over the value of £10 and their value is not 
declared by the sender. 

The plaintiffs argued—first, that the question did not 
fall within the statute, as this was a contract under a bill 
of lading, and not with the defendants as common carriers, 
andthat the contract was one and indivisible for the whole 
journey under the terms of the bill of lading; secondly, 
they contended that section 6 of the Carriers Act, by which 
nothing in the Act is to affect any special contract be- 
tween common carriers and other persons, excluded the 
operation of section 1 in this case, as the goods had been 
received under a bill of lading, which was aspecial con- 
tract, and which, therefore, prevented the application of 
that section. 

Judgment was given in favour of the defendants on 
both points. It was held that the contract between the 
parties was twofold, and that as the carriage of the guods 
from Harwich to London by land was contemplated by 
the contract, the Carriers Act applied to the case, and 
protected the defendants. 

It was further held that section 6 did not exclude the 
operation of the Act, on the ground that “ the intention of 
the Legislature was that the exemption which is given 
by section 1 was to be without force only in cases where 
the special contract was inconsistent with that exemp- 
tion.” This point had apparently never before been de- 
cided, and the decision in Bawendalev. The Great Eastern 
Railway Company adds one more to the already very 
numerous cases which have to be considered before 
the common law and statutory liability of common carriers 
by railway can be thoroughly understood. 





MORTGAGE—LANDLORD AND TENANT—TENANCY 
AT WILL. 


Morton v. Woods, Ex. Ch., 17 W. R. 414. 


Two points of considerable importance were decided 
in this case. The plaintiffs having already mortgaged 
their land once, mortgaged it again to the defendants, 
The mortgage deed recited the fact of the first mortgage, 
and also provided that the plaintiffs were to become 
tenants to the defendants at a specified rent for ten 
years, but that the defendants might at any time re-enter 
and determine the lease. This deed was executed by the 
plaintiffs, the mortgagors, but not by the defendants, 
the mortgagees, but the plaintiffs remained in possession. 
Subsequently, before any rent had been paid, the defen- 
dants distrained upon the plaintiffs for the agreed rent, 
and the plaintiffs raised the question whether there was 
any tenancy at all between the parties, 

They contended that there was no tenancy, first, be- 
cause the defendants had no legal estate at all in fact, 
or, as this appeared on the face of the deed, by estoppel 
either. Secondly, that as the intention of the deed was 
to create a term of ten years, and, as this had not been 
carried out in consequence of the non-execution of the 
deed by the plaintiffs, and as no rent had been paid 
there was nothing to show that any tenancy at all had 
been created. 

The doctrine of estoppel by deed, viz., that “ no man 
shall be allowed to dispute his own solemn deed " ( @ood- 
title vy. Bailey, Cowp. 601), is well known, and if a lessor 
purport to grant a lease, he is estopped from affirming as 
against his tenant that he had no legal estate to grant. 
There are several cases, however, which are often cited to 
prove that there is no estoppel when the real facts appear 
on the face of the deed, and in Morton v. Woods reliance 
was placed on those cases as showing that the plaintiffs 
were not estopped from saying that there was no tenancy, 
as there was no legal estate in the plaintiffs out of which 
a tenancy could have been created, and as this appeared 
on the face of the mortgage deed. On this point judg- 








ment was given for the defendants, following Jolly v. 
Arbuthnot (7 W. R. 127), on the ground that there was 
an estoppel, and that the plaintiffs, therefore, could not 
deny on this ground that they were tenants to the defen- 
dants. 

The Court decided also in favour of the defendants 
that there was a tenancy which entitled them to distrain 
for the rent reserved. As no deed had been executed 
creating a term of ten years, it was clear that under 29 
Car. 2,c. 3, and 8 & 9 Vict. c. 106, no such term existed, 
but the Court were of opinion that there was a tenancy 
at will and at the amount of rent mentioned in the deed. 

The decision of this latter point is not based upon any 
general proposition of law, that a tenancy at will is 
created at the agreed rent wherever there is an agree- 
ment for a tenancy for a certain time at a fixed rent and 
entry is made, but no actual tenancy is created on the 
agreed terms for want of a deed under 8 & 9 Vict. c. 
106. Such an inference from the judgment is expressly 
guarded against. The Court say, “It is contended that 
as the parties intended to grant a lease for ten years, it 
is contrary to that intention to hold that an estate at 
will was created, That might, perhaps, be so in an ordi- 
nary case of a mere lease for years between landlord and 
tenant, but this instrument is a mortgage,and these fur- 
ther provisions which relate to the tenancy are all meant 
as a further security for the repayment of the interest, 
and the intention of the parties must be gathered from 
the whole instrument.” 

Although the application-of this decision is thus 
restricted it will yet often be quoted, for a tenancy 
between mortgagor and mortgagee is often created 
by a mortgage deed. It is convenient for both 
parties, as it gives the mortgagor a right to the legal 
possession of the land as long as he pays the interest, and 
it also gives the mortgagee an additional security for the 
recovery of the interest by distress. Mortonv. Woods 
will also be often cited on the other branch of the deci- 
sion, as it adds the authority of a judgment of the Court 
of Exchequer Chamber to the principle laid down in the 
Court of Chancery in Jolly v. Arbuthnot. 





CHANGE oF LuNATIC’s DOMICIL. 
Sharpe v. Crispin, Prob., 17 W. R. 368. 

A man’s domicil is the place where h2 has his home, 
and the law of that place generally fixes his personal 
status and governs the devolution of bis personal pro- 
perty if he die intestate. It is, often, therefore, of great 
importance to ascertain what is the domicil of a parti- 
cular individual. 

Domicil is in the great majority of instances decided 
by the place of birth. This is called the domicil of 
origin, and is generally that which the father has at the 
time of the birth. It is that of the mother if the child 
be posthumous or illegitimate. A wife’s domicil is that 
of her husband. A person of full age and capacity can 
always change his domicil by taking up a permanent resi- 
dencein another country with the intention of hischanging 
his domicil. The domicil of infants is generally changed 
by an alteration of the domicil of the father, or, after 
his death, by the alteration of that of the mother or 
guardian. 

These are the cases that most often occur, and as to 
these the general principles are pretty well settled, 
There seems, however, hitherto to have been no autho- 
rity to show what would be the effect upon a lunatic of 
a change of domicil by his father. This was one of the 
points raised in Sharpe v. Crispin, where the facts ma- 
terial to this question were shortly these: The domicil 
of origin of both father and son was Portuguese. 
The son, who was always somewhat weakminded, be- 
came a lunatic four or five years after he attained his 
majority. The father, who had always supported his son, 
became a domiciled Englishman about thirteen or 
fourteen years after his son became a lunatic, and lived 
in England with his son for many years, 
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Sir. J. P. Wilde decided first, as a matter of fact, which 
does not concern the question ‘of law, that if the son had 
sufficient capacity to change his demicil he had done so. 
Secondly, that if he had always been of unsound mind 
since his majority the change of domicil by the father 
changed the son's domicil, ‘‘as the same reasoning which 
would attach the domicil of the son to that of his father 
while a minor would continue to bring about the same 
result after the son had attained his majority if he was 
continuously of unsound mind,” and if, as was the case 
in Sharpe v. Crispin, the son always continued dependent 
on his father for his support. 

The principle of this decision is restricted to a case 
where the son never had any capacity to choose a domicil 
after his majority. “Ifaman had grown up married 
and established himself in business in the country of his 
original domici], and had afterwards become lunatic, and 
in that state had been taken charge of by his father, the 
emigration of his father to a foreign country, with the 
view of becoming domiciled there, taking the son with 
him, might fail to work a change in the domicil of the 
son.” 

The question in Sharpe v. Crispin in not likely to 
arise very often, but the case deserves attention, as it 
Gecided a new point in that branch of law called 
private international law, which is now of daily increasing 
importance in all legal systems. 


PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAw—LEX LOCI COMMISSI 
DELICTI—LEX FORI—ACT OF INDEMNITY. 
Phillips vy. Eyre, 17 W. R. Q. B. 875. 

This case decides a point in private international law 
which is very important although not absolutely new. 
The question arose on demurrer, and may be shortly 
stated. The plaintiff sued the defendant for false im- 


prisonment, beating, &c., in Jamaica; the defendant | 


pleaded that after the alleged imprisonment, &c., the 
Legislature of Jamaica passed an Act of Indemnity 
which indemnified the defendant from liability for the 
alleged imprisonment, &c., and declared theact complained 
of to be lawful. There was :ademurrer to the pleaand there- 
fore on these pleadings the original wrongfulness of the 
defendant’s acts was admitted, and also his original liability 
to the action. The only question raised being, whether the 
Act of Indemnity relieved the defendant from that original 
liability. It was admitted in argument that the Act of 
Indemnity would have been a defence to the action 
if it had been brought in Jamaica; but it was urged that 
a colonial Legislature could not deprive a person of a 
right of action in the English courts, which had once 
vested. The Court of Queen’s Bench, after taking time to 
consider, decided that the plea was good, and thatthe defen- 
dant wes therefore not liable to be sued in the English 
courts. As the cause of action no longer existed 
in Jamaica, the Court laid down the general rule 
that, “ it appears to us clear that where by 
the law of another country an act complained of is 
lawful, such act, although it would have been 
wrongful by our law if committed here, cannot 
be made tne ground of an action in an English court;” 
and that the rule in respect of property and contracts, 
that the ex loci shall govern, is applicable to the case of 
@ personal injury. The Court then proceed to 
thow what inconvenient results might follow if 
a contrary rule were established, and cited the 
few authorities that have been decided on this ques- 
tion. The most important of these is Dobree v. 
Napier (2 Bing, N.C. 781), where it waa held that an 
act in Portugal, which was lawful there, but would have 
been illegal by English law, gave no right of action in 
England, although both plaintiff and defendant were 
English. Having laid down the rule that the lex loci 
decides whether or not an act is a tort, the Court had 
still a farther point before them as to the effect of the 
Act of Indemnity. It was held that the principle ap- 
plicable to an act originally lawful in the country where 





it was done “is equally applicable ‘to an act originally 
wrongful but legalised by an ex post facto law.” Judg- 
ment was therefore given for the defendant. It is im- 
portant to observe that the principle of the decision 
applies equally to foreign countries and to English 
colonies. The case also decides that “ there is no ground 
whatever for saying that the governor of a colony cannot 
give his official consent to a legislative measure in which 
he may be individually interested.” 

This decision as to the right of action is quite in 
harmony with many decisions that have been given as 
to the effect of contracts made abroad. A contract made 
in a foreign country is generally governed as to its 
validity and construction by the law of the place where 
it is made. ‘There are, of course, exceptions to this, as 
to every rule, but the general principle has been fre- 
quently recognised. Phillips v. Eyre decides that the 
law as to tort is the same. 

It must be remembered that, although a void contract 
or an act lawful when it is done gives no right of action 
here, the converse is not necessarily the case. A contract 
valid where it is made will not necessarily be enforced 
here, nor can damages always be recovered here for an 
act which was illegal by the law of the place where it 
was done. 

Grell v. Levy, 12 W.R. 878, is an instance of a case 
of the former, and Zhe Halley, 16 W. R. 998, of the latter 
sort, In Grell vy. Levy an English attorney agreed in 
France with a client to recover in England a debt due 
to the client on the terms that the attorney should be 
allowed to retain for his trouble half the sum recovered. 
By French law this was a valid contract, although illegal 
by English law. It was held that no action could be 
maintained in England for a breach of this contract, as it 
amounted to champerty, which is an indictable offence. 

In Zhe Halley there was a collision between two vessels 
in Belgian waters, which by the Belgian law gave a right 
of action, but which by the English law would have given 
no right of action. It was held by the Privy Council 
that the plaintiff was not entitled to recover, as an English 
court of justice is not bound to apply and enforce Belgian 
law where according to English law no wrong has been 
committed by the defendants, and no right of action 
exists, 

These cases show that English courts will not always 
enforce obligations which arose in a foreign country, and 
which give a right of action for damages in the place 
where they were created. It has not yet, however, been 
decided to what extent this rule will be carried, but it 
has never been laid down that zo right of action, arising 
in a foreign country, will be enforced here, unless the act 
on which it is founded should have given a right of 
action by English law if committed here. The law on 
this branch of the subject is therefore in doubt. 

It is as well to notice in conclusion that the rules we 
have been discussing do not necessarily apply to criminal 
law, which is governed by principles which sometimes 
differ much from those which apply to civil law. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Joun Tuornevey, barrister-at-law, of the Middle 
Temple, has been appointed by the Poor Law Board to be 
auditor of the West Norfolk Audit District, in the place of 
Mr. Wales Christopher Hotson, Barrister-at-Law, resigned. 
Mr. Thorneley was called to the bar in January 1854, and 
practises in the Lancaster Chancery Court. 

Mr. Henry Witcockxs Hoopernr, solicitor, and Under- 
sheriff of Exeter, will perform the duties of High Sheriff of 
that city for the remainder of the year, in consequence of 
the demise of Mr, C. Wescomb, the High Sheriff. 


Mr. Wittiam Bunnings, jun.,, solicitor, of Wellington, 
Somersetshire, has been appointed Clerk to the Commis- 
sioncrs of Land and Assessed Taxes for the Wellington 
division, in the room of Mr. Irederick White, who has 
retired after having held the appoint for thirty-eight years. 
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Mr. Burridge is a son of Mr. William Burridge, registrar 
of the Wellington County Court. 


Messrs. Francis Patrick Smita and Watrer Henry 
Hrxpez, of the firm of Smith & Hinde, soliciturs, Sheffield, 
have been appointed commissioners to administer oaths in 
Chancery in England. 


Mr. Caartes Witt1am Lawrence, of the firm of Charles 
and C. W. Lawrence, solicitors, Cirencester, Gloucestershire, 
has been appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the 
acknowledgments of married women in and for the coun- 
ties of Gloucester, Wilts, and Berks. 

Mr. Tuomas Rouse Watson, solicitor, Worship-street, 
Finsbury, has been appointed by the Supreme Court of the 
colony of Victoria in Australia, to be a London commis- 
sioner for taking affidavits in causes depending before that 
Court. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Epvucation or Law CLerks. 

Sir,—Some time ago you directed the attention of your 
readers to a reform, which you appeared to think would be 
much to the advantage of those for whose benefit it was 
mainly suggested. I allude to your proposal to make it in- 
cumbent on all clerks in the habit of attending summonses 
at judges’ chambers, to pass an examination in such branches 
of law and general literature as would insure competency 
for the duties to be performed. ‘To every one conversant 
with chamber work, and having a knowledge of the class 
of persons to whom it is now delegated, your remarks must 
have appeared at once opportune and just. One would 
imagine that common respect to the judges and masters 
engaged at chambers would deter attorneys and solicitors 
frora consigning their summonses to the tender mercies and 
half-fledged logic of copying clerks and office boys, even if 
they were altogether indifferent to the result of their appli- 
cations ; yet your readers will bear me out when I affirm 
that the majority of the persons daily congregated at 
chambers are uneducated and totally inexperienced youths. 
It is true that many of the applications (such as those for 
time, &c.) are extremely simple, and may safely be left to the 
judgment of the master himself; but I maintain that the 
practice of sending these lads to attend chambers has of late 
increased to such an extent that attorneys now appear to 
grudge the absence at chambers of a senior clerk, even on a 
matter of the gravest importance. 

The work of an attorney’s or a solieitor’s clerk has under- 
gone no inconsiderable change during the last few years, and 
I think that it is high time some attempt were made to adapt 
the old-fashioned instrument to the new-fashioned work. 
Practitioners who have been “ admitted” are apt, I know, 
to look with extreme jealousy on any attempts to improve 
the position of their less fortunate brethren; but such a 
feeling eught not for a moment to stand in the way of the 
change you have suggested. A reform which will educate 
the servant must benefit the master. 

(See 12 S, J. 275.—Eb. 8. J.] 

J.E. A. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


PENDING MEASURES OF LEGISLATION. 
The following is the text of the Courts of Justice (New 
Site) Bill, prepare | and brought in by Mr. Layard (First 
Commissioner of Works), Mr. Lowe (Chancellor of the 
Exchequer), and Mr, Ayrton. 

A Bill to enable the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Works 
and Public Buildings to acquire a new Site for the Erec- 
tion and Concentration of the Courts of Justice and of 
various offices belonging to the same, and to amend the 
Acts relating to the Voncentration of the Courts of Jus- 
tice. 

Whereas it is expedient that the courts of justice and 
offices in connexion therewith should be built on or near 
that portion of the land reclaimed by the embankment of 
the river Thames, which lies between the Temple and 
Somerset House : And whereas the lands required for such 
buildings cannot be obtained without the authority of Par- 
liament : 

And whereas duplicate plans describing the lands ree 
quired to be taken for the purposes aforesaid, in this Act 








referred to as the prescribed land, with a book of reference 
thereto containing the names of the owners and lessees, or 
reputed owners and iessees, and of the occupiers thereof, 
will, in or before the month of June, 1869, be deposited 
with the clerk of the peace for the county of Middlesex at 
his office in the Sessions House, Clerkenwell : 

Be it enacted, &c. 

Preliminary. 

1. This Act may be cited for all purposes as the Courts of 
Justice (Embankment) Site Act, 1869. 

2. The Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Works and Pub- 
lic Buildings (hereinafter referred to as ‘ commissioners ”) 
shall be incorporated for the purposes of this Act by the 
name of ‘“‘ The Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Works and 
Public Buildings,” and by that name shall have perpetual 
succession and a common seal, with power to acquire and 
hold lands for the purposes of this Act. 

Site and Buildings, 

8. With the consent of the Treasury the commissioners 
may purchase, take, and use the prescribed lands, or any 
part thereof, may pull down and remove any subsisting 
buildings, and may construct thereon such courts of justice, 
with convenient offices and approaches, as they may think 
expedient. 

4. The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, and the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Acts Amendment Act, 1860, 
shall be incorporated with this Act, with the exceptions 
and additions and subject to the provisions hereinafter con- 
tained ; (that is to say,) 

(1.) There shall not be incorporated with this Act the 

provisions of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845, relating to affording access to the special 
Act : 

(2.) In the construction of this Act and the said incorpo- 
rated Acts this Act shall be deemed to be the 
special Act, and the commissioners shall be deemed 
to be the promoters of the undertaking : 

(3.) The bond required by section five of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, shall be under 
the common seal of the commissioners, and shall 
be sufficient without the addition of the sureties 
in the said section mentioned : 

(4.) The term ‘‘sheriff” used in the provisions of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, relating 
to the reference to a jury, shall be deemed to 
apply to the High Bailiff of the city and liberty 
of Westminster, or his deputy. 

5. The commissioners shall not before the 30th of June, 
1870, take possession of any of the said lands without the 
consent of the. owners and occupiers thereof, 

6. Any party entitled to any interest in the said Lands 
upon whom the commissioners may not, within three months 
after the passing of this Act, have served notice of their 
willingness to treat for the purshase of such interest may 
at any time thereafter, by notice under his hand, require 
the commissioners to state whether they will or not 
purchase such interest, and if at the expiration of one month 
from the date of the receipt of such notice by the commis- 
sioners, the commissioners have not served notice on such 
party of their willingness to treat for the purchase of such 
interest, it shall not be lawful for the said commissioners 
thereafter to acquire such interest exeept by agreement. 

7. Upon the purchase by the commissioners of the pre- 
scribed lands, or any part thereof, all rights of way, rights 
of continuing any pipes, sewers, or drains on, through, or 
under such lands or part thereof, and all other rights or 
easements in or relating to such lands or part thereof, shall 
be extinguished, andall the soil of such ways, and the pro- 
perty in the pipes, sewers, or drains, shall vest in the com- 
missioners subject to this provision, that all persons and bodies 
of person, corporate or wunincorporate, may recover 
from the commissioners such compensation, if any, 
as they may be entitled to for any rights 
or property of which they may be deprived in pursuance 
of this section, the amount of such compensation to be deter- 
mined in manner provided by “ The Lands Clauses Consoli- 
dation Act, 1845.” 

8 The commissioners may obtain access to the river 
Thames and may erect on the banks of the Thames such 
convenient landing stages as they may require for the 
purpose of the buildings to be erected by them under this 
Act subject to the following proviso, that such stages shall 
be erected and carried over at such height above the em- 
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bankment roadway and footway as to offer no obstruction to 
the traflic of the said roadway or footway. 

9, Where any claim is made for compensation in respect 
of any land alleged to be injuriouly affected by any act or 
work done in pursuance of this Act, regard shall be had in 
assessing the compensation to any advantage or increase of 
value accruing to such land from the works to be constructed 
in pursuanee of this Act, 

10. The limit for the compulsory purchase of land under 
this Act shall be three years. 

11. All expense incurred by the commissioners under this 
Act in purchasing land, building the courts thereon, and 
otherwise fulfilling the purposes of this Act, shall be de- 
frayed out of monies to be provided by Parliament. 

12. No building authorized to be constructed under this 
Act shall be commenced until a contract has been entered 
into for the completion of the whole of the buildings pro- 
posed to be constructed on the prescribed lands and has been 
laid before Parliament, nor unless it appears that the amount 
of money to be paid under such contract together with the 
cost of purchasing the said lands will not exceed £1,600,000. 

13. All buildings erected on the prescribed lands shall 
be exempt from the operation of the first part of “The 
Metropolitan Buildings Act, 1855. 


MisceVlanerus. 


14. Every notice, summons, writ, or other document re- 
quirea to be given by or on behalf of the commissioners 
may be given under the hand of the solicitor or secretary 
for the time being of the commissioners, and need not be 
under the common seal of the commissioners, and may be 
in writing or in print, or partly in writing and partly in 
print. 

15. No instrument made by, with, or to the commissioners 
for the purposes of this Act shall be liable to stamp duty. 
Lands purchased under previous Acts. 

16. All lands purchased by the Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Works and Public Buildings for the purposes of 
the ‘‘Courts of Justice Concentration (Site) Act, 1865, 
shall be held by them upon such trusts for the benefit of 
the public as the commissioners may, with the consent of 
the Treasury, think expedient ; with power to dispose of 
the whole or any part thereof by way of absolute sale or 
lease or otherwise, in such manner and subject to such con- 
ditions as the Treasury may direct, and all moneys ac- 
quired by them under this section shall be paid into the 
receipt of the Exchequer as the Treasury may direct. It 
shall not be lawful for the said commissioners to purchase 
any further lands adjoining or in connexion with the lands 
purchased under the said last-mentioned Acts. 


Repeal of Acts. , 

17. There shall be repealed the following parts of Acts 
and Act; that is to say, 

1. The whole of The Courts of Justice Building Site Act, 

1865, with the exception, first, of so much thereofas re- 
lates to the funds provided for expenditure already 
incurred under the powers of the said Act; and 
secondly, of so much thereof as relates to the saving 
of jurisdiction on removal of courts and transfer of 
property now used for offices, and contains sections 
numbered eighteen to twenty-three both inclusive. 
2. So much of The Courts of Justice Concentration Site 
Act, 1865, as relates to the purposes of the Act: 

3. The whole of The Courts of Justice Act, 1866: 
Provided that such repeal shall not effect any right, estate, 
or interest acquired, or any act or thing duly done under 
the Act and parts of Acts so repealed. 

18. The sections of the Acts hereinafter mentioned shall 
apply as follows, viz. :— 

The sections of the said “ Courts of Justice Building Act, 
1865,” numbered 18, 19, 20, and 21, and relating to 
the saving of jurisdiction and removal of courts, shall 
apply in the same manner as if the site therein men- 
tioned were the site provided by this Act. 

The 24rd section of the said “ Courts of Justice Building 
Act, 1865,” enabling the Society of Lincoln’s-inn to 
repurchase certain lands, shall be construed as if the 
—— authorized to be erected under this Act were 
inserted in that section instead of the buildings autho- 


rized to be erected under the said “ Courts of Justice 
Building Act, 1865.” 

Section 16 of The Courts of Justice Concentration Sites 
Act, 1865, providing for the protection of sewers of 





the Metropolitan Board of Works shall apply in the 
case of any works to be done under or by virtue of this 
Act, in the same manner as if such section were re- 
enacted herein, and made specially applicable to such 
works, 

Definition. 

19. In this Act ‘‘courts of justice’’ shall mean the 
superior courts of law and equity, the Probate and Divorce 
Courts, the High Court of Admiralty, and such other 
courts for the administration of justice as may be pre- 
scribed by the Treasury. 








OBITUARY. 
MR. EDMUND HAMBLY. 

Mr. Edmund Hambly, solicitor, of Wadebridge, Corn- 
wall, died on the 16th May, from congestion of the lungs. 
He was the second son of the late Abraham Hambly, Esq., 
J.P., of Trewarrick St. Kew. His solicitor’s certificate 
dates from Trinity Term, 1835, when he commenced practice 
at Wadebridge, near Bodmin ; but he latterly retired from 
the active duties of the profession, and devoted his attention 
to the improvement of his estates, being possessed of some 
mining property in Cornwall. Mr. Hambly leaves a widow, 
son, and daughter. 


MR. MATTHEW GILL. 

Mr. Matthew Gill, solicitor, of Knaresborough, Yorke 
shire, died on the 10th May, at the age of sixty-nine years. 
He was certificated in Michaelmas Term, 1825, and filled 
the local offices of clerk to the Commissioners of Property 
Tax, Clerk to the Borough Magistrates, and Registrar of 
the Knaresborough County Court. 


MR. JULIUS PARTRIGE. 

Mr. Julius Partrige, solicitor, of Birmingham, died at 
Wishanger Lodge, Edgbaston, on the 12th May, in the 
fifty-fifth year of his age. He was a member of an old 
family long settled near Stroud, in Gloucestershire, and took 
out his certificate as a solicitor in Hilary Term, 1837; he- 
commenced practice in Birmingham in the following year, 
and soon acquired a large business. He took an active 
part in the management of many local charities, more par- 








ticularly the Deaf and Dumb Institution and Blind Asylum, - 


to the latter of which he was one of the honorary secretaries 
for anumber of years. About eight or nine years ago he 
was instrumental in raising an agitation in Birmingham on 
the mode of assessing the Income Tax under schedule D, 
and under his auspices an association was formed with the 
view of obtaining a modification of the existing system. 
Mr. Partrige was a fluent speaker, and had much ability as 
a writer. He leaves a widow and two children. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 


Finat EXAMINation. 


The examiners appointed for the examination of persons 
applying to be admitted attorneys have appointed Tuesday, 
the Ist, and Wednesday, the 2nd June, as the days for 
the examination. Candidates for examination are to attend 
on those days, at half-past nine in the forenoon of each day, 
at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society. The exami- 
nation will commence at ten o’clock precisely, and close at 
four o'clock. 

On the first day of examination papers will be delivered 
to each candidate, containing questions to be answored in 
writing, classed under the several heads of—1. Preliminary ; 
2. Common and Statute Law, and Practice of the Courts ; 
8. Conveyancing. 

On the pos day, further papers will be delivered to each 
candidate, containing questions to be answered in—4. Pre- 
liminary ; 5. Equity, and Practice of the Courts; 6. Bank- 
ruptcy, and Practice of the Courts; 7. Criminal Law, and 
Proceedings before Justices of tho Peace. 

Each Candidate is required tu answer all the preliminary 
questions (Nos 1 and 4) ; and also to answer in three of the 
other heads of inquiry, viz. :--Common Law, Conveyancing, 
and Equity. The examiners will continue the practice of 
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proposing questions in bankruptcy and in criminal law and 
proceedings before justices‘of the peace, in order that candi- 
dates who have given their attention to these subjects may 
have the advantage of answering such questions, and having 
the correctness of their answers in those departments taken 
into consideration in summing up the merit of their general 
examination. 


INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
Trinity Term. 

The examiners appointed for the termediate examination 
of persons under articles of clerkship to attorneys have 
appointed Thursday, the 8rd June, for the examination. 
Candidates for examination are to attend on that day at 
half-past nine in the forenoon, at the hall of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. The examination will commence at 
ten o’clock precisely, and close at four o’clock. 

Onthe day of examination papers will be delivered to 
each candidate, containing questions to be answered in 
writing, selected from the work specified by the examiners ; 
and a paper of questions on book-keeping. 

If you apply to be examined under the 4th section of the 
Attorneys Act, 1860, you may, on application, obtain copies 
of the further questions relating to the ten years’ service 
antecedent to the articles of clerkship ; and such questions, 
duly answered, must be left with your articles, &c. 

Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction of 
the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not re- 
quired to leave replies to the further questions again. 





COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
CAUSE LIST. 
Trinity Term, 1869. 
Before the LornpD CHANCELLOR and the Lorps Justices. 





Appeals, 
Finch v Bishop. pthd (W.— (LL. C.) Foakes v Jones (S.— 
July 8, 1868) April 24) 


Finch vy Davis. pthd (W.— 
July 8, (1868) 

Brancker vy Carne, Carne v 
Brancker. appl &m (R.— 
March 19) 

Gray v Lewis (M.—April 15) 

Petty v Willson (S.—April 17) 

Taylor v Dowlen (M.—April 
DD) 


Gray v Lewis (M.—April 26) 

Bower v The Societe des Affre- 
tuers du Great Eastern a 
Responsibilite (Limited) 
(M.—April 27) 

Namur & Liege Ry. Co. v 
Cary & Ors. (R.—April > 

Wolff v Vanderzee (S.—Apri 
30 


Wright v Wright (R.—May 8) 


22) 
Mullens v Hussey (R.—April 
23 Wright v Wright (R.—May 8) 


Slaymaker v Syer (S.—April 
oR 


Before the MASTER oF THE ROLLs. 
Causes, &e. 


Greenhow v Price. f£ ¢ & Cardwell v The Seaman’s 
s pt hd (May 24) Hospital Society. fc and3 
Lamb v Potter. md sums to vary cert. 
Morris vy Edmunds. fc Jelley v Taylor. ¢ (26 May) 
Walton v Groombridge. fc Warhurst v Broadbent, fc 
Lawson v Racine. fe & 3 WalkervSmith, md 
sums Lees v Hibbert. md 
lletcher v Fletcher. md Wright v Jackson. fe 
Atherley vIsle of Wight Ry. Gregory v Beauclerk. md 
Co. & City Bank. md Ponton v Hawkins. fe 
Crickmore v Freestone. md Maltby v Ware. m d 
pt hd Seipp v McCreath md 
Stansfeld vy De Crespigny. Moores vy Smith. m d and pet 
m d Tyson v Thompson. m d 


Cartwright v Ridley. fe 
Balderson v Woods. ¢ 
Clark v Shirley. md 


Curlewis vy Abrahams. ec 
Yorke v Head. spe 
Markham v Hutt, Markham vy 


Foard y Watkins. m d Hutt. fe 
Wilson vy Kenrick, m ad & In re Munday, Barwell v Bar- 
i well. fe 


Hirst v Webb. fe 


wit. 
Baily v The Great Eastern Ry. 
In re Camac Oldfield v Briscoe, 


Co. md 

Sharp v Wright. f c, Granger 

_.: Wright. f ¢ &s to vary 

The Watford & Rickmans- 
worth Ry. Co. v London & 
North-Western Ry. Co. 
I ¢ 

Nurse v Green. 


Cc 

Martin v The Millwall Iron 
Works, mer ery and 
Graving Docks Co. (Limited) 
md 

In re Sutten, Vernon v Pal- 

m d, wit 


Preston v Preston. 


Corder vy Hammond. md Golding v Bell. 


e 
South-Western 


Forbes v Arnold. fc The London & 
Lord Brougham v Cauvin. fc Ry. Co. v Pullein. md 
& 2 sumns Hubbard v Worraker. fe 


Langlands v Stone. md 
Wolliscroft v Slaney. md Bowers v Bankart. md 
Law v Carmichael. f c Crock v Crook. md 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Str Joun Stuart. 
Causes, $c. 

Mortlock v Mortlock. demr Mason v Senior. c¢ 

to amended bill. Collingwood v Russell. md 
Neill v Midland Ry. Co. demr Dibbin v Hume. fe 
Malcolm v The Dock Co. at Roberts v Roberts. fc &s 

Kingston-upon-Hull. f c In re David Thomas’s Estate, 

&s Thomas v Thomas. fc 
Mackenzie v Martin. md Middleton v Dodds. md 
O’Malley v Blease. md pt Robsonv Robson. fe &s 

hd Cook v Payne. c 
Fox v Amherst and three other Christian vy Adamson. fe 

causes. fe Williams v Williams. fc 
Clerihew v Lascelles. c¢ Cook v Metropolitan Ry. Co. 
Phillips v Homfray. m d d 


Little v Hope. md 


m 
North v Haslam. c 


Harrison v Swanston. m d, 

pt hd Knox v Turner. c¢ 
Cottrell v Cottrell. fc Botten v Codd. c 
Picard v Hine. m d Forshaw v Mottram. fe 
Holbrow v Drew. fc Horn v Horn. md 
Moore v Franklin. c¢ Duguid v Fraser. md 
Jack v Jack. md &m. Lucas v Lucas. md 
Wilde v Sennet. fc & s Rose v Rowe. fe 
Alchin v Rogers. m d Collins v Lewis. fe 
Grayburn v Clarkson. fc Johnston vy Johnston. md 
Consitt vy Darrell. m d Pugh v Clark. c 
Sharp v De St Sauveur. fe -Cook v Rivington. c 
Wootton v Wootton. md Greenslade v Carthew. c 
Foord v Thomas. f c Cowell v. Acraman. ¢ 
Salkeld v Salkeld. md Barnes v Wood. c¢ 


Beaumont, Bt., v_ The Colne 
Valley and Halstead Ry. 


Dixon v Neaves. ¢ 


Price v Jenkins. app co ct 


Co. md Monmouth 
Price vy Peppercorne. m d Jonesv Rhind. c 
Skidmore v Bradford. md Rhind v Jones, ¢ 
Hammonds v Barrett. m d Kavanagh v Willink. md 


Galt v London and South- 
Western Bank. c 

Giffard v Williams. md 

Hunt v The Tendring Hun- 
dred Ry. Co. md 

Swan v Swan. md 

Brader v Kerby. c 

Dunn v Brodie. md 


Bapley v Holbrook. fc 

Hope v Midland Co’s. & South 
Wales Ry. Co. c¢ 

Hood v North-Eastern Ry. Co- 
md 

Spawforth v Burnell. md 

Bradford v Bradford. c 

Muckalt v Muckalt. md 


Locke v Satchell. md Day v Sittingbourne, Ry Co. 
Miller v Miller. c¢ m 
Beasley v Austin. md Heathcote y Whall. md 
Tucker v Wallbridge. md Hughes v Seanor. md 
White v White. c¢ Robinson v Wood. fce&s 
Dicks v Batten. md Emsley v Robinson. md 
Davidson v Coats. f ¢ Re Evans, Evans v Evans. f ¢ 
Mackenzie v Martin. md Ekin v Hamilton, Halfhide v 
Young v Dallimore. md Hamilton. fe 
Rooke v Grant. fe &s Purchas v Stallard. fe 
Ombler v Ombler. fc Herring v Pocock. fe 
Colvin vy Colvin. fe Hambrough v Hart. md 
Cheesewright v Thorn. app Willats v Flint. fe. 

from Shaftesbury co ct Smith v Lee, ¢ 
Dashwood v The Witney Ry. Hymers¥ Hord. fc 

Co. fe Davidson v Walker. fc 
Chapman v The Witney Ry. Farquhar v Farquhar. md 

Co. fe. Powell v Roberts. app from 
Sibthorp v The Witney Ry. Co Ct Denbighshire. 

Co. f ¢ Lewis v Evans. md 


Chapman v Londonand North Whitehouse v Washbourne. 


Western Ry. Co. md fe 
Bailey vy Hobson. md Lees v Becker. fe & pet 
Lazenby v Lazenby. fc Hunt v Reynolds. fe 


Marshall v Crowther. fc 


Platt v Walter, Walter y Platt. 
J Turton v Turton. fe 


fc 


Cosens v Rowlandson. f ¢ Hobson v Hobson. fc 
Teed v Purnell. ec Williams v Turnbull. fc 
Burdick v Garrick. md Millington v Holland. m d 
Carr v Rose. md Gibbon v Gibbon. md 
Gibbs v Harding. m a Clarke v Stanley. fe 
Collins vy Brader, m d Vickers v Todd. fc 
Mainwaring v Gilkes. ¢ Mack v Postle. fe 
Atkinson v Gaskarth. fc Gibbons v Gibbons. m@ 


md 
f Cc. 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHarp MALINs. 
Causes, $e. 


lyfe v Lascelles. 


Perry v Sargent. ¢ 
Denison v Abbott. 


Baker v Bannister. c 


demr 





mer. fe 
¢, wit (24 Inve Phillips, John v Phillips. 
fe 


May) 


Dore v Hayes. International Bank (Limited) 


v Gladstone. md 


Hubbard vy Boughey, Bart. c 
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Dickinson v Barclay. md pt  Critchell vy The Commissioners 
hd of Her Majesty’s Works & 
Public Buildings. md 

Chadwick v M‘Kenna. md 

Hill v Royds. md Pugh v Arton. fe 

Lewis v Mathews. fc Duke of Bedford v Bothamley. 

Briant v Tebbut. fc, mtn to md 

Earl St. Germans v Fox. md 

Slatter v Samuel. md 

England v Grant. md 

Wilson v The Tottenham and Queen of Spainv Parr. ¢ 
Hampstead Junction Ry. Abbott v Cawston. md 
Co. ¢ Thomas v Thomas. md 

Birelay v The Metropolitan Matterson v Baersetmann. md 
Ry. Co. Montgomery v Floyd. c 

In re Paterson’s Estate, Peter- Weymanv Carter. m d 
son v Peterson. fc Glover v Moore. ¢ 

Jodrell v Stratton. md Dickinson v Dillwyn. spc 

Stolworthy v Sancroft. f c Tippet v Fiddy. md 

Shuter v Hill. f ¢ Silver v Udall. md 

Butler v Gray. spc Trappes v Meredith. md 

Townend v Metcalfe. fe Clark v Simpson. m d 

Johnston v Brown. spc Berrie v Bower. md 

Earl Beauchamp v Winn. c, McKenna v Chadwick. md 
wit Tooth v Banks. c 

Ridgway v Graves. md Warden v Mayor, &c., of 

Allen v Bonnett. md Kingston-upon-Hull. md 

Sutcliffe v Howard. md Eade-v Morgan. c 


Perrin v Burbey. md &s 
Inglis v Cave. ¢ 


vary 
Peek v Peck. md, pt hd 
Brune v Sawle. spc 


The Portsmouth,  Portsea, 
Gosport, & South Hants 
Banking Co. v Beldham, f 
ec & 3 sums to vary 

Lawton v Parker. md 

Dickinson v Burgess. md 

Weeks v Jackson. c¢, wit 

Empson v Rhodes. md 

Breckon v Russell. m d 

Mackie v European Assurance 
Society. md 

Keightley v The Hoylake Ry. 
Co. ¢ 

Mason v Benson. md 

— v Daventry Ry. Co. 


m 
Robarts v Moore. md 
Southwell v Martin. c 
Loxley v Doune. f c 
Hayhow v George. md 
Roope v Metropolitan District 


Ry. Co. md 
— v The Midland Ry. Co. 
m 


Capper v Simanides. md 

Pearse v Dobinson. cc, wit 

Adamson v Chadwick. md 

Senior v Senior. spc 

Flexon v Folliott. md 

Phillipson v Gibbon. md 

Howardv Hodson. md 

Vickers v Holmes. c¢ 

Styring v Berry. c 

The London & South Western 
Bank (Limited) v Nash. 
in 

Roberts v Baseley. md 

McMurray v Spicer. fc 

Cottrill y Coombe. md 

Boustfield v Bousfield. md 

Holden v Hart. md 

Poupard v Fardell. c 

Smith vy Shipman. m d 

Vigers v Butson. ¢ 

Herington v The Metropolitan 
Ry. Co. md 

Gillettv Gane. fc and sums 
to vary for decree 

London and South Western 
Bank (Limited) v Fairlie. 
md 

Vild v Wild. fe 

Coutts y Acworth. c 

Poupard v Stones. c 

Yothergill v Davies. c 

Stephens v Hasluck. md 

Redgrave v Stevens. md 


Howell v Jones. md 
Samuelson v Mattison. md 
Musgrave v Hart. md 
Hawkes v Hawkes. md 
Shippey v Hocombe. c 
Charrington v Keech. fc 
Waters v Bull. fc 
Phillpotts v Bradgate. md 
Cartwright v Hewit. md 
Cooke v Pearson. md 
Millward v Cusworth. ¢ 
Bulteel v Plummer. md 
Re Morley, Morley v Saun- 
ders. fe 
Stevenson v Barugh. m d 
Tulke v Ley. fc 
Ormerod v Northern Ry of 
Buenos Ayres. m d, set 
down at request of defen- 
dant co 
Calrow v Kelday. -c 
Wood v Green. c wit 
Hodges Distillery Co. (Li- 
mited) v Doulton. c 
Foster v Bulmer. fc 
Clarke v Pawle. md 
Earl Vane v Rigden. md 
Baroness Weld v Rose. md 
Llewellyn v Rose. fc 
Radmore v Gill. md 
Wright v Wright. md 
Manby v Robinson. md 
Moulson v Meulson. c 
Watkins v The Long Ashton 
District Highway Board. 
m d 
Leuchars v Secretan. md 
Money v De Hoghton, Bt. 


md 
In re Trory, Lamb v Patteson. 


c 

Cooke v Cooke. fc 

Sugden v Wyman. md 

Woolf v Phillips. m da 

Esdaile v Teversham. c 

Burbey v Perrin. ind 

Att.-Gen. v Gee. ¢ 

Parker v Clark. fe 

Montgomery v Floyd. fc 

Wheatley v The Westminster 
Brymbo Coal & Coke Co. 
(Limited). md 

Remnant v Morris. md 

The Landed Estates Co. v 
Weeding. md 

Lines v Lines. f c 

Milsome v Milsome. fc 


Before the Vice-Chancellor W. M. JAmzs. 


Causes, §¢. 

Powell v Elliott. md 

Thompson v Atlantic. Tele- 
graph Co. md 

Stamp v Anderson, c¢ 


Foster v Foster. md 
Wilson v Hammons. plea 
Chalk v Abbey. md 
Bovill vy Daw. , wit 





Anderson v Stamp. ¢ 

Topham v Duke of Portland. 
c (May 26) 

Topham v Duke of Portland. ¢ 

Elwon v Spark. c 

Leather Cloth Co, (Limited) v 
Lorsont. m d 

Curtis v Naish. c 

Joint-Stock Discount Co. (Li- 
mited) v Brown. md pthd 
(May 24) 

Parkes v Stevens. c, trial 
without a jury (25 May) 

Parkes v Stevens. m d (25 
May) 

Cooper v Haverson. c, defen- 
dant to be cross-examined 
(28 May) 

Savage v Savage. md 

—" Se gaye md 

e v Knipe. spc 

Betts v Gallais. A d 

Betts v Potts. md 

Betts v Cleaver. m d 

Betts v Field. md 

Betts v Brooks. md 

Betts v Foster. md 

Betts v Pratt. md 

Betts v Stevenson. md 


Schofield v Schofield. m d, 
wit 

Thacker v Kay, Bart. md 

Simpson v Bathurst. ¢ wit 

Mackenzie v Coulson. md 

Wilkes vy Collin. md 

Roy v Bignold. c, defendant 
to be cross-examined 

Hawkins y Wedderburn. fe 

Cox v Cox. spc 

Betts v Willmott. md 

Gillespie v Stewart. md 


Jervis vy Lawreuce, Lawrence: 


v Lawrence. fc 
Taylor v Acton. md 
Sowerby v Fryer. md 
Amory vy Brown. md 
Plant v Stott. md 
Griffith v Basset. fc 
Smith v Winter. fc 
Kipling v Lace. fe 
Jefferson v Richardson. md 
(May 25) 
Conway v The Metropolitan: 
District Ry Co. md 
Greety v Fearon, md 
Fearon v Hutchinson. md 
Woodman vy Malteau. md 











Gepp v Majendie. md 
Mappin v Savory. md 
Drake v Collins. m d 
Hardcastle v Barrett. m d 
Wilson v Isherwood. md 
Harvey v Lloyd. spe 
Harrold y Markham. c 
Read v Roberts. md 


Betts v Smith. md 
Betts v Hall. md 
Betts v Hart. md 
Betts v Ellis. m d 
Betts vy Warin. md 
Betts v Preston. md 
Betts v Cooper. md 
Smedley v Hart. md 





COURT OF PROBATE, 
AND 
COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL CAUSES, 
Sittings in and after Trinity Term, 1869. 
Causes without Juries. 


Saturday....scceccsese May 22 Wednesday....... wo. dune 9 
Wednesday...... evsaces, pp UBB. | AURUMMOY >. Sop xceoe sats 99. 
THOPSGAY csscesevess 5) 27 | Friday........ aciviptead yp aL. 
PEASY; csxcosisecsenas oy AB} BATUETRY, cis ccervacede ee 
Saturday......:.0060000. 9» 29} Wednesday src 9, 16 
Wednesday ......... June 2 Thursday ...coo.. 32 17 
Thursday ..0.....000 jo. 9B RABY, iiscicovacosebars 99 2S 
BULA 503° 60000 ss0150%s she gg ht rj AIREBRARY c4s 0c oswinvenneve ae 
Saturday.......... weiss: gy SO 


The causes in the Court of Probate will be taken first. ’ 
Trials by Jury. 


Wednesday............ June 23 ; Wednesday........ .... duly 14 
THUPSIGY ...cedesc00 »» 24] Thursday .......... a 55 oe 
PEGA ox0.cnsssessesesens 99, BB | Bid ay ccccccccscsccvees ‘99 16 
Saturday............000 9, 26 | Saturday... oy SE 
Wednesday............ », 980| Wednesday........ avba! gy PR 
ERUSGGRY ..0sd0.0< 080 July 1) Thursday ........ mer ee 
Lg Ce son SR MMAAY Wvocstecsicncute ay Cae 
Saturday....... era enbhe... 90 JSR) | UMS eae scant cosas 1» 24 
Wednesday..........+ 99 @| Wednesday... «00... + oe 
Thursday ...... sco 9g) | MANUTBAAY cca ccnecetee » 29 
Friday.........+ 9 9! Briday......4. San gcse’ ig 
Saturday.........00. ee 





The trials by jury in the Court of Probate will be taken 
first, unless otherwise directed by the Court. 

The judge will sit in chambers at eleven o'clock to hear 
summonses, and in court at twelve o’clock to hear motions, 
on Tuesday, May 25, and on each succeeding Tuesday until 
Tuesday, July 27, inclusive. 

All papers for motions in the Court of Probate are to be 
left with the clerk of the papers in the registry of that 
court, and for motions in the Divorce Court with the chief 
clerk in the registry of that court, before two o'clock on the 
preceding ‘Thursday. 








Mr. William Drew Foulkes, late Clerk of the Wolverhampton 
County Court, has been committed for trial on a charge of 
forgery. 

A Parliamentary return issued yesterday gives the names of 
272 insurance companies registered under the Act of 1844, 7 & 
8 Vict. c, 110. 











a a 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quotation, May 21, 1859. 
{From the Official List of the actual business transacted.} 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 53} Annuities, April, ’85, 11 15-16 
Ditto for Account, June J, 93} Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1903 
3 per Cent. Reduced 913 Ex Bills, £1000,— per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 913 Ditto, £500, Do —pm - 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, — pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 94 76 Bank of England Stock, 4} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 73 Ct. (last half-year) 
Annuities, Jan. ’°80 — Ditto for Account, 244 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
{India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 211 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 105. 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent.,May,’79 110 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, 80 1143 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceab., Oct. ’&3 10(3 Do. Do.,5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 1034 
Ditto, ditto, Vertificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 - pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £100b, - p m 











RAILWAY STOCK. 














































Shres. | Railways. Paid, | Closing prices 
Stock Bristol and Exeter ......cccccsssosrsersesecseeee 100 78 
Stock | Caledonian.........ccessereeeseceeees . 100 764 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .., 100 97 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 374 
Stock Do,., East Anglian Stock, No. 100 ~ 
Stock Great Northern .. 100 1054 
Stock | Do0., A SEOCK® .......ccorcoccescerescceccccreese 100 106$ 
Stock Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 97 
Stock Great Western—OUriginal .......ccceeeee 100 43} 
Stock Do., West Mid!and—Oxford... eves! £00 27 
Stock D0.,G0.—Ne@WPOTt v.cssessecesces 100 30 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ..... eS Ie 123 
Stock London, Brighton, aud South Coast.. 100 45 
Stock Loz: don, Chatham, aud Dover...... | 100 16} 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western 100 115 
Stock | f. mdon and South-Western .. | 100 39 
Stock Manchester, Sheifield, and Lincoln ; 100 533 
Stock | Metropolitan.......... oases 108 964 
SOGK | Midian ...0..ccevecresonseone socqnessenve 100 1105 
Stock! Do., Birmingham aud Derby 100 ig 
Stock | North British .sssssesceeseseeserees 100 345 
Stock | North London ..... 100 121 
Stock | North Staffordshire.. 100 56 
Stock | South Devon wee. 100 43 
Stock | South-Eastern i vee | 100 15 
Stock | Wall Wade sis icvssescedsvavevevesascoseeves devsse csovee ft AG 150 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been pailto B, 





Money Marker anv City INTELLIGENCE. 

The funds were dull througheut the week, until to-day, 
when, the Bank directors having separated without altering the 
discount rate, they commenced moving upwards. Railways 
have been also dull, and the Metropolitan sustained a consider- 
able fall; with the improvement, however, in consols, rail- 
way stocks have also become a little firmer. Foreign se- 
curities have this week showed more strength than anything 
else. 








Mr. C. E. Challinor, solicitor, of Hanley, Staffordshire, the 
newly-appointed Registrar of the Hanley County Court, has 
resigned the office of Deputy Town Clerk, to which he was ap- 
pointed during the illness of his father, the late Mr. Edward 
Challinor. There are only two candidates for the town clerk- 
ship of Hanley, one of whom is Mr. Blackiston, solicitor. 


Jortr-Srock ComMpanies.—A general summary of returns 
of joint-stock companies wound up or winding up since August, 
1862, shows that, as regards England, 367 companies have been 
dealt with, representing a nominal capital of £136,772,452 ; 340 
companies with a paid-up capital (as far as known) of 
£23,911,949 ; and 352 companies with liabilities, as far as ascer- 
tained, amounting to £74,478,750. The return for Scotland 
shows 38 companies with a nominal capital of £055,823 ; 30 with 
paid-up capital amounting to £67,411 ; and one with liabilities 
amounting to £615. The returns from Ireland show 14 companies 
with « nominal capital_of £1,326,000; 12 with paid-up capital 
amounting to £168,667, and four with liabilities amounting to 
£8,056.— Times. ‘ 

Sir RovunpELt PALMER.—On Tuesday last there wasan inte- 
resting ceremony in the well-known parish of Selborne, Hants. 
Sir Roundell Palmer has purchased in that parish the Black- 
moor Estate, on which, before building his own house, he has 
first built, entirely at his own expense, a beautiful church, par- 
sonage, schools, and labourers’ cottages, and has procured the 
formation of a new district, for the benefit of those who dwelt 
at an inconvenient distance from the parish church. This 
church was consecrated yesterday by ear Ryan, acting for 
the Bishop of Winchester. ‘The Bishop of Rochester preached 
the sermon. A large number of friends and neighbours were 





resent at the ceremony, among whom were Sir William Erle, 

fr. Cardwell, Canon Thomas, and others. On the previous day 
Sir Roundell gave a dinner to every labourer who had been 
employed on the buildings, and the tenants and cottagers on 
the estate, with their families. The building of his own mansion 
will now be proceeded with, amidst the good wishes of the 
inhabitants, to whom he has become endeared by his simple, 
unostentatious, manner of life and princely liberality.— Echo. 

From a return published this morning it appears that the 
total sum voted for the Statute Law Board and Statute Law 
Commission from its Commencement to the present time has- 
been £80,619.— Echo. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BRAY—On May 20, at 15, Victoria-street, the wife of Reginald M. Bray, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, 

CHILDS—On May 11, at 9, Melcombe-place, Dorset-square, Marianne, 
wife of R. W. Childs, Esq., of a daughter. 

STIRLING—On May 20, at 3, Hanover-terrace, Notting-hill, the wife of 
James Stirling, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

TATTON—On May i6, at 24, Lower Phillimore-place, Kensington, the 
wife ef Walter Tattor, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

GOULD—SHARPE—On May 13, at Trinity Church, Milton, near Graves« 
end, Thomas Gould, jun., Esq., Solicitor, of Sheffield, to Frances 
Harriett, daughter of the late Captain John Edward Sharpe, 46th 
Bengal Native Infantry, 

LEE—DODD—On April 6, at St. Michael’s Church, Kingston, Jaraaica, 
William Rastrick Lee, Esq., Solicitor, to Sophia Isabeila Dodd, step- 
daughter of Samuel Skarpe Wortley, formerly of Uppingham, Rut- 
landshire. 

MARSHALL—GARDNER—On April 28, at the Parish Church, Huyton, 
Lancashire, Jobn Marshall, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Thornton 
Hough, Cheshire, to Elizabeth, daughter of the late Joseph Gardner, 
Esq., of The Rooley, Huyton. 

THESIGER—STOPFORD—On May 13, at St. Paul’s, Knightsbridge, the 
flon, Edward Thesiger, son of Lord Chelmsford, to Georgina Mary, 
daughter of Wm. Bruce Stopford, Esq., of Drayton House, Northamp- 


tonshire, 
DEATHS, 

ALLEN—On May 19, at Instow, North Devon, Francis Thomas Allen, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, formerly of Grosvenor House, Bath, aged 51. 

CATTLOW—On May 17, at Derrington, Market Drayton, Salop, William 
Ford Cattlow, Esq., Solicitor, aged 33. 

GOODDY-- On May 12, John Cuttle Gooddy, Esq., Solicitor, of City Bank- 
chambers, 20, Threadneedle-street, E.C., and Leatherhead, Surrey, in 
his 39th year. 

= ty May 13, at Batheaston, near Bath, William Hale, Esq., 

‘ 


a 3 

SMITH—On May 15, at his residence, Dore House, Handsworth, near 
Sheffield, Thomas Smith, Esq., of the firm of Smith & Burdekin, 
Solicitors, £heffield, aged 48. 

WILLIAMS-—Or May 15, at Lloran House, Oswestry, Edward Williams, 
Esq., Solicitor, in his 7!st year. 





ESTALE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
May 14.—By Me:srs. Norton, Tarst, Watney, & Co. 

Freehold public house, known as the Cock and Woolpack, situate in 
Finch-iane, Cornhill—Sold £6,000. 

Leasehold residence, No. 31, Westmoreland-place, Bayswater, let at 
£75 per annum ; term, 78 years unexpired, at £10 10s. per annum— 
Sold £700. 

Leasehold residence, No. 4, Westmoreland-place ; term aud ground reat 
similar to above—Sold £700. 

Leasehold residence, No. 1, Loudoun-villas, Devonport-road, Hammer- 
smith, let at £40 per annum; term, 85 years unexpired, at £10 per 
annum—Sold £360. 

Leasehold residence, No. 3, Loudoun-viilas aforesaid, let at £45 per 

annum ; term and ground rent similar to above—Sold £350. 

May 18.—By Messrs. Driver. 

Freehold, 8a 3r 12p of land, situate between Farnham and Hasimere, 

Surrey—Sold £160. 

Freehold, 28a Or 20p of land, situate as above—Sold £465. 

Freehold, 38a 3r 2p of land, in the tithings of Frensham and Dogflood, 

Surrey—Sold £865. 

Freehold, 41a Or 10p of land, situate as above—Sold £710, 

— §la 2r 5p of land, in the tithings of Titford, Sarrey—Sold 
£770 


iv. 

Freehold, 157a Ir 20p of land, situate at Frensham, Surrey—Sold 
£1,650, ’ 

‘ By Messrs, Desennam, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Freehold residence, with stabling, garden, and grounds, of about 3a 2r 2p, 
known as Castle House, the Forest, nesr Snaresbrook, Essex—Sold 
£4,180. 

Leasehold residence, No. 45, Oxford-terrace, Fentiman-road, Lambeth, 

let at £48 per annum; term, 76} years from 1861, at £7 10s. per 

annum—Sold £400. 
May 20.—By Mr, Hitviarp. : 

Freeheld, New House Farm, Writtle and Roxwell, Essex, comprising 

farm house, buildings, and 53a 2r 36p of land—Sold £1,700. 








BrEakFast.—Errs’s Cocoa.—GRaTsroL AND CoMFoRTING.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour- 
ite. The‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—“ The singular success 
which Mr. Epps attained by his homeopathic preparation of cocoa has 
never been surpassed by any experimentalist. By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 





nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
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selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills.’’ 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold by the trade only in 4lb., 
4lb., and IIb, tin-lined packets, labelled—James Eres & Co., Hom @o- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apbyz.] 


LONDON GAZETTES. 
GAinding-up of Fotnt stock Companies. 


LUMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Fripay, May 14, 1869. 

British India and Colonial Trust and Agency Corporation (Limited and 
Reduced).—Petition for reducing the capital from £500,000 to 
£312,500, presented June 30, 1863, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Malins on May 28. Asharst, Morris, & Co, solicitors for 
the corporation. 

General Iron Screw Collier Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated March 20, ordered that the capital of the 
above company be £120,000 divided into 7,500 shares of £16 each. 
Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane, solicitors for the company. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Coltmoor Benefit Building Society.—The Master of the Rolls has, by 
an order dated Feb 22, appointed William Dew, of Bangor, official liqui- 
dator. Creditors are required, on or before June7, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the 
above. Monday, June 21, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims. 

STANNARIES OP CORNWALL. 

North Great Work Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 12,directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the 
Prince’s Hall, Truro, on May 22, at 10. Affidavits intended to be 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be fled at the 
Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before May 20, and notice thereof 
must gt the same time be given to the petitioner, or his solicitor or 
agents. Childs & Batten, Coleman-st, for Roberts, Truro, solicitor 
for the petitioner. 





STANNARIES OF DEVon. 

Deyon & Courtenay Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 12, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the 
Prince’s-hall, Truro, on May 22, at 10. Affidavits intended to be used 
at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the 
Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before May 20, and notice thereof must 
at the same time be given tu the petitioner, or his svlicitor or agents. 
Gregory & Co, Bedford-row, for Roberts, Truro, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner. 

New East Russell Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, presented 
May 12, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Prince’s 
Hall, Truro, on May 22. Affidavits intended to be used at the hear- 
ing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Registrar’s 
Office, Truro, on or before May 20, and notice thereof must at the same 
time be given to the petitioner, or his solicitor or agents. Childs & 
Batten, Coleman-st, for Roberts, Truro, solicitor for the petitioner. 

TuesDay, May 18, 1869, 
LimiveD IN CHANCERY. 

General Company for the Promotion of Land Credit (Limited).—Petition 
for winding up, presented May 7, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Malins on May 28, Bailey, Tokenhouse-yard, solicitor for 
the petitioners. 

Lizard Serpentine Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 6, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on 
May 28. Peckham, Gt Knightrider-st, Doctors’-commons, solicitor 
for the petitioner. 

Portuguese Contract Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 11, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on 

May 28. Mackenzie & Co, Crown-ct, Old Broad-st, solicitors for the 
petitioners, 
STANNARIES OF DEVON. 

East Wheal Russell Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 15, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at 18, 
Thurloe-sq, Brompton, on Thursday, May 27, at 12. Affidavits in- 
tended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must 
be filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before May 23, and 
notice thereof must at the same time be given to the petitioners, 
their solicitors, or their agents. Gregory & Co, Bedford-row, for 
Hodge & Co, Truro, petitioners’ solicitors. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, May 14, 1869. 
oye Friendly Society, Black Horse Inn, Much Hoole, Lancaster, 
ay le 
Creditors under Estates tr Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
FripayY, May 14, 1869. 


Alienby, Everitt, Regent-st, Esq. June 18. 


Lewis v Allenby, V.C. 
Stuart. Bell & Newman, Abchurch-lane. 


Curry, Susannah. Wimbledon, Surrey, Widow. June 16. Carter v 
Hankey, V.C. Malins. 
Franklin, Eliz, Colville-ter East, Notting-hill, Widow. Junel. Frank- 


lin v Franklin, V.C. Malins, Mason, King-st, Cheapside. 

Hunt, Jehu Joy, South Norwood, Farmer. June 12. Nalder v Green- 
ing, M. R. Drummonds & Co, Croydon. 

Peach, Zachariah, Colchester, Essex, Shoemaker. 
Petch, V.C. Malins. Philbrick & Son, Colchester. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, May 14, 1869. 
Alsop, Jas, Leek , Stafford, Esq. July 24. Challinor & Co, Leck. 


Baker, Thos, Blackstone, Worcester, Farmer. Junel0. Saunders & 
Bradbury, Birm. 


June 5, Sparke v 


35. 








OURNAL & 





, 186 





> r a] = ¢ 
REPGRTER. May 22, 1863. 
Beecroft, Geo Skirrow, Gloucester-ter, Regent’s-park. Aug 1. North 
& Sons, Leeds. 
Brooke, John Brooke Johnson, Hounslow, Captain. 


July 7. 
Butt, Raymond-bidgs, Gray’s-inn, 


Booty & 


Comber, Audrew, Stand-house, Lancaster, Esq. June 24. Cuncliffe & 
Leaf, Manch. 
Dickson, Jas, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Mercer. May 31. 


Litchtield, Newcastle. 

Dryden, Consett, Cleveland, York, Esq. June 18. 
Gisbro’. 

Edwards, Joseph, Aylesbury, Bucks, Publican. June 15. Parrott, 
Aylesbury. 

Hinds, Chas Wm, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Gent. May 3l. Litch- 
field, Newcastle. 

Howe, John Allambridge, Markhouse-lane, Walthamstow, Veterinary 
Surgeon. June 17. Smith & Son, Furnival’s-inn. 

Lamley, Sam], Maidenhead, Berks, Gent, July 31. Brown, Maidenhead, 

Loates, John, Derby, Juckey. June 18. York, Newmarket. 

Martin, Thos Rickard, Old Kent-rd, Gent. June 30. Saw, Upper Park- 
st, Greenwich. 

Morris, Ann, Southport, Lancashire. June 12. Ashtor, Wigan. 

Polyblank, Geo, St John-st-rd, Clerkenwell, Draper. June 15, 
& Sons, Wilmington-sq, Clerkenwell. 

Pullan, Wm, Headingley, Leeds, Gent. July 1. Simpson, Leeds. 

Reed, Geo, Ealing, Gent. July 12. Reed, Downham Market. 

Smith, Benj, Orotava, Island of Teneriffe, Esq. July 15. Hooke & 
Street, Linc’ In’s-inn fields. 

en Wa, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. Augl. Lightfoot & Co, 
Hull. 

Taylor, Jas, sen, Leicester, Builder. July 1. Preston, Hinckley. 

Tuckett, Lucretia, Osnaburgh-st, Regent’s-park, Spinster. July 11, 
Fielder & Sumner, Godliman-st, Doctors’-commons. 

Waters, Thos Methold, Trinity-sq, Tower-hill, Wine Merchant. July |. 
Gole, Lime-st, Leadenhall-st. 

Watson, Ralph, Carperly, York, Yeoman. June 15, Winn, Askrigg. 

Way, Sarah, Rugby, Warwick, Widow. June 30. Tucker & Co, King~ 
st, Cheapside. 

Wood, Rachael, Kirkstall, York, Widow. July 1. Simpson, Leeds. 

Yates, Joshua, Sheffield, Gent. June 21. Esam, Sheffield. 

— Thos, Walton-upon-Thames, Esq. Sept 29. Grazebrook & Co, 

hertsey. 


Weatherill & Lloyd, 


Lewis 


TuEspay, May 18, 1869. 

Adams, Richd Burrowes, Weston-super-Mare, 
June 2. Chanter & Ffinch, Barnstaple. 

Bartholomew, Rev Joseph, Windsor-cottage, Peckham, Clerk. June 24, 
Suckling, Birm. 

Beynon, Anne, Builth, Brecon, Spinster. July 10. Price, Brecon. 

Butler, Thos, Sudeley-st, Islington, Salesman, June 30. Taylor & 
Jaquet, South-st, Finsbury-sq. 

Corden, Uriah, Mosslee-mill, Stafford, Yeoman. Redfern & 
Son, Leek. 

Cotesworth, Rev Hy, Rector of Tempsford, Bedford. July 1. 
& Co, Austin Friars. 

Crook, Ay, Ravenswood, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. July1l. Gerrard, 
Bolton. 

Earl, John Thos, Sunny Bank-rd, South Norwood, Gent. 
Rae, Mincing-lane. 

Grey, Edwd John, Harworth, Nottingham. Augl. Richardson & Co, 


Somerset, Farmer. 


June 7. 


Uptons 
June 18. 


Lpool. 

— pe, Ware, Hertford, Publican. June 30. Spence & Hawks, 

ertford. 

Hodgson, Jane Agnes, Arlecdon, Cumberland, Spinster. July 30. 
Frodsham, Lpool. 

Morgan, Rev John, Lianfacbreth, Merioneth, Clerk, June 24. Thomas, 
Brecon. 

Morris, Ann, Southampton, Lancaster. June 12. Ashton, Wigan. 

Potter, Mary, Arlecdon, Cumberland. July 13. Frodsham & Co, 


Lpool. 
Price, Francis, Gravel-lane, Southwark. June 21. Glynes & Son, Cre- 
scent, America-sq. 
Reynolds, John, Coventry, Miller. July 1. Browett, Coventry. 
Sawdon, Michael, Leeds,Comm Agent. July 1. Cranswick, Leeds. 
Shipp, Wm, Yate, Gloucester, Yeoman. June2l, Trenfield, Chipping 
s 


odbury. 

Smith, Saml, Salmon’s-lane, Limehouse. June 30, Taylor & Jaquet, 
South-st, Finsbury-sq. 

Taylor, Thos, Park-ter, Maze-hill, Greenwich, Gent. 
Walbrook. 

pases Bernard, Lpool, Seed Merchant. 
Lpool. 

Wells, Thos, Fulbourn, Cambridge, Farmer. June 28. Francis & Co, 
Cambridge. 

Wood, Hugh, Shefficld, M.D, July 14, Branson & Son, Sheffield. 


Weeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Fripay, May 14, 1869. 

Allan, Joseph, Durham, Sadler, May 5. Comp. Reg May 12. 

Bryant, Wm Jas, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Tailor. April 16, 
Asst. Reg May 14. 

Burley, Edwd, Balsall Heath, Worcester, Plumber. April 29. Comp. 
Reg May 13. 

Cave, Douglas Guillaume, Mount-st, Grosvenor-sq, Jeweller. April 27. 
Asst. Reg May 12. 

Champion, Jas Barlow, & Edwd Nightingale, Hollin’s-vale, nr Bury, 
Lancaster, Bleachers. May10. Comp. Reg May 13. 

Chappel!, Thos Dare, Bath, Somerset, Butcher. April 22. Comp. 


June 30. Berry, 


June 1. Yates & Martin, 


Reg 
May 12. 
—_—, Jas Coke, Lpool, Wine Merchant. April 17. Comp. Reg 
ay li. 
Dearden, John, Manch, Licensed Victualler. May 4. Comp. Reg 
ay 14. 
De Fraine, Joha Chas, Dean-st, Soho, Grocer. April 30. Comp. Reg 


May 13. 
Doley, Ephraim, Joseph White, & Francis Dale, Birm, Electro Platers, 
Reg May 12. 


Aprill4. Asst. 
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‘Edwards, Johu Jones, Buckley, Flint, Broker. April 20. Comp. Reg 
May ll. 

’Francis, Decimus, Old Bailey, Auctioneer. April 16, Comp. Reg 
May 13. 

Grits, Saml Jas, Bromley-by-Bow, Builder. May10. Comp. Reg 
May 12. 


-Gitsham, Chas, Exeter, Grocer. April 14. Comp. Reg May 13. 

—_ Bampton, Oxford, Grocer. April 17. Asst. Reg 

‘Halsall, Peter, pone, Lancaster, 
Comp. Reg May 13 

Hamersley, Lambert John, Louis Spear, & Solomon Nathan, Union- 


Provision Dealer. May 12. 


st, Spitalfields, Cigar Manufacturers. April 15. Asst. Reg 
May 13. 

Heigham, Thos, p emcgag York-rd, Wandsworth, out of bus:- 
ness. April2. Comp. Reg May 

ee David, High Coniscliffe, Durham, Farmer. April 7. 
Asst. E} 

bk, J, — 5 ey Tobacconist. Aprili9. Comp. 


Reg 3. 
. James, Aleohem Hy, Newport, Monmouth, Sculptor. April 17. Comp. 


Reg May 13. 

Last, Robt Chas, Purleigh, Essex, Painter, Aprill9. Asst. Reg 
May 

‘Lea, John, & John Kam Jam Stafford, Shoe Manufacturers. April 10. 


Comp. Reg May 13 

Lloyd, Walter Francis, Coronation-pl, Stuke a an ate West 
Hackney, Builder. Aprill4. Comp. Reg May 10. 

eg og eg a Scarborough, York, Fish Merchant. April 17. Asst. 
Reg May 1 

Mayes, Wm — Birm, Tailor. April 17. Asst. Reg May 13. 

i — Farm-rd, Boot Manufacturer. April 29. Comp. 
Reg May 

Newman, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Fly Proprietor. April 26. Comp. Reg 


May 5. Comp. Reg 
April 23, Asst. 


May | 
Page debe Offord, Old Kent-rd, Cheesemonger. 


May 13. 

ny oe Watson, Redhill, Surrey, Ironmonger. 
Reg Ma 

‘Poole, yo New-st, Southwark, Lodging-house-keeper. April 23. 
Comp. Reg May 

Pullen, Chas Alived, Queen-sq, Holborn, Solicitor. May 8. Comp. 
Reg May 12. 

Pyesmith, Chas Fredk, Lpool. April17. Asst. Reg May 12. 

dall, George, South-st, Walworth, Grocer. Comp. April 29. 

Reg May 14. 

Reynolds,  ecment: Bath, Tailor. April19. Asst. Reg May 14. 

Rumboll, Hy, Hook, Surrey, Merchant. April 13. Comp, Reg May 12. 

Shaw, Jas. Leeds, Paper Dealer. Aprill7. Comp. Reg May 12. 

Shirley, Wm, Lpool, Chemist. April 20. Asst. Reg May 12. 

Silverwood, John, Wakefield, York, Commission ‘agent. “April 20. 
Comp. Reg May 13. 

—, ag Lcancn-rond, Holloway, Builder. April16. Comp. Reg 

ay 13. 

Smith, Jas, King-street, Hammersmith. Carpenter. 
Reg May 11. 

oe ene Hampton, Forage Contractor. May 1. 
sf 


April 13. Asst. 
Comp. Reg 
Reg 
April 16. Comp. 


ay 10. 
be yt Thos Edwin, Ramsgate, Kent, Author, May 3. Asst, 
May 1). 
See em Bett, Honiton Clyst, Devon, Butcher. 
2 


Reg May 

Sunderland, eens. Nelson, Lancas’er, Printer. March 31. Asst 
Reg May 13. 

Tuppen, Geo Harry, Brighton, Butcher. April 22. Comp. Reg 
May 13. 

Usher, : am Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 16. Asst, Reg 
May 12 

Waller, Joseph, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. April1l4. Comp. Reg 


ay 1 

Wayne, ‘Athen Joseph, Lpool, Tea Dealer. April 20. Comp. Reg 

May 14. 

Wilson, Robt A'fred, and Benjamin Thos Wilson, Ipswich, Suffolk, Tea 
Dealers. April 27. Comp. Reg May 13. 

Withers, a sen, Dalston-lane, Hackney, Baker. 
Reg May 10 

Wood, Geo Saml, South Norwood, Grocer. 


April 14. Comp. 
May 10. Comp. Reg 


ay 
Young, Ann, Southampton-row, Bookseller, April 30. Asst. 


Reg 
May 13. 


TuespayY, May 18, 1869. 
oy John Hill, Lpool, Corn Dealer. April26. Inspectorship. Reg 
18. 


ay 
Barlow, Thos, Radcliffe-bridge, near Manch, Yarn Dyer. 


May 4. 
Comp. Reg May 14, 
Bilbee, John, Upper Thames- st, Provision Merchaxt. April 19. Asst. 
Reg May 17. 
Bottom, Wm, Robt Kirk, and Chas Ramsden, Huddersfield, York, 
Engineers. April 15. ‘Asst. Reg May 15. 


Bradley, John, Sunderland, Durham, Draper. April 30. Comp. Reg 
1 


ay 18. 
Brown, Ralph, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Painter. April 17. 
Asst. Reg May 15. 
Chute, Jas Hy, Bristol, Theatrical Lessee. 
5. 


April 27. Inspectorship. 


Reg May 15. 
— Wm Hy, Whistable, Kent, Draper. April20. Comp. Reg 


coms, Geo, St John’s-wood-ter, Draper. 
May 15. 

Cosh Richa Lawrence, Shepherd’s Bush, 
Victualler. May 13. Comp. Reg May 17. 

Difford, Solomon, Sutton-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Solicitor’s Managing 
Clerk. April 28. Comp. Reg May 17. 


April 26. Asst. Reg 


Hammersmith, Licensed 


ay Sarah, Troedyrhiw, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. April 15. Comp. 
eg May 1b. 
Fawcett, Thus, Bradford, York, Boot and Shoe Maker. April 17, 


Comp. Reg May 15. 








tae, faa Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Joiner. April 20. Asst. Reg 

ay 

Fletcher, Wm Rivers, Maidenhead, Berks, Gent. M 10. le 
Reg May 15. . ; " are 

Greenway, Chas by'-y Wolverhampton, Stafford, Factor. April 19. 
Com Reg Ma: 


Pp. yl 
as © plied, York, Woolstapler. April 21. Comp. Reg 
ay 

Hallam, Jonn, Leicester, Iankeeper. April 22, Asst. Reg May 15. 

Hawksley, Aaron, Oakerthorpe, Derby, and Jas Hawksley, South Wing- 
field, Coal Proprietors. Aprii8. Comp. Reg May 13. 

Hills, Thos, Wanstead, Essex, Builder. April 12. Comp. Reg May 14. 

Horrocks, Wm, and John Horrocks, Bolton, Lancaster, Flax Spinners. 
May 4. Comp. Reg yA 17. 








Hughes, Wm. | April 28. Asst. Reg May 15. 

a Geo, Woolwich. Kent, os April 17. Asst. Reg 
ay 

Ive, Anthony, Semple, Notting-hill, Ironmonger. May 7. 
Comp. Reg May 17. 

_— "bee, jun, Pandy, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 19. Comp. Reg 
ay | 

Lamb, Fredk, Cushion-ct, Old Broad-st, Merchant. May 13. Asst. 
Reg May 


Lamenen Wa, & Benjamin Sragh. Stanhope-st, Euston-rd. Builders, 
April 19. Comp. Reg May 15 

Lear, Jas, Birm, Watch Manufacturer. April 20. 

Lott, by a Bridgend, Glamorgan, Painter. 


May | 

Lynd, Wm, Leeds, Oil Merchant. 

Matcham, Fredk, 
May 18. 

Penzer, Thos, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer. April 28. Asst. Reg May 15. 

Pickering, John Foster, and Richd Beisley Pickering, Sg a 
Whitechapel, Sugar Refiners. April 30. Asst Reg May 

ee Thos, Manch, Cotton Waste Dealer. May 12 
Reg May 15. 

Richards, Joseph, ae Gifford, Devon, Licensed Victualler. April 
22. Asst. Reg May 18 

Richardson, Geo Wm, Chesterfield, Derby, Elastic Manufacturer. May 
7. Comp. Reg May 

= "pau Seton, ae Captain R.M.A. Aoril 16. Asst. Reg 

yl 
ae , Buckley-st, Mile-end-rd, out of business. April 26. Comp. 
Z May 14. 

Stephens, W An Birm, Hay, Straw, and Corn Dealer. 
Reg May 14 

Verity, John, Leeds, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. April 21. 

eg May 17 

Walker, Chas Geo, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Corn Merchant. April 5. 

Asst. Reg May 17. 
» Hy, & — Ward, Killamarsh, Derby, Grocers. 

Comp. Reg May 

Warren, Wm, Nantwich, Chester, Provision Dealer. Asst. 
Reg May 17. 

White, Mary, Durham, Innkeeper. April 19. Asst. Reg May 15. 

Wilcox, Richd, Welshpool, Montgomery, Draper. May 12. Asst. 


May 15. 
Wood, Herbert, 
Comp. Reg Ma y 15. 
Wyatt, Richa’ Hal, Idol. lane, Accountant. May 7. Comp. Reg May 15. 
SGankrupis. 
Fripay, May 14, 1869, 
To Surrender in London. 


Asst. Reg May 17. 
April 13. Comp. Reg 


April 20. Comp. Reg May 17. 
Paignton, Devon, Innkeeper. Feb 16. Asst. Reg 


Comp. 


April 26, Asst. 


Comp. 


April 13. 
April 21. 


Reg 


Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Surgeon. March 5. 


Ashfold, Augustus, King’s-pl, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Greengrocer. Pet 
May 6. Pepys. May 28 at 12. Fowke, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-inn, 
Beecheno, Edwd, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Bank Manager. Pet May 1. 


June 2att. Burt & Co, Gray’s-inn-chambers, High Holborn. 
Benton, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 10 (for pau). 
Brougham. June 2at1l. Craven, Dean’s-ct, Doctors’-commons. 


Best, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 7. Pepys. June 
3at1l. Peckham, Doctors'-commons. 

Bowles, Geo, Deptford, Timber Merchant. Pet May 8. Pepys. Juno 
3 at 12. Sandon & Co, Adelaide-chambers, Gracechurcl-st. 

Burton, Joseph, Bournemouth, Hants, Grocer. Pet May Il. Pepys. 
June 3at2. Barrett, Bell-yard, Doctors’-commons. 

Carver, Hy, Deptford-green, Accountant. Pet May ll. June 2 at Ll. 
Robertson, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st. 

Castle, Hy, Edwardes-sq, Kensington, out of business. Pet May 12. 


Fepys. June3 at 1. Pullen, Cloisters, Temple. 

Croft, Jas, Kock-cattages, Jackson’s-pl, Waiham green, out of buai- 
ness. Pet May 12. Roche. June2at!. Drake, Basinghall-st. 
Freeman, Wm Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 10 (for pau). 
Brougham. June 2atl2. Kimberley, Scovt’s-yard, Bush-lane. 
Fuller, Cornelius Wetherell, Bury-st, Sc Mary Axe, Currier, Pet May 
10. May 26 at2. Miller & Stubbs, Eastcheap. 

Goodge, Joseph, Acton-green, bag reen, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet May 12, Roche. May 26 at2. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 
Griffen, Wm, Fulham-fields, out of ng Pet May II. 
June 3at 2, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Hall, Joseph, Brighton, Builder. Pet May 12, May 26 at 2. Linklaters 


& Co, Walbrook. 
Hallion, Chas Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 10 (for pau). 
Godfrey, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Pet May 8. May 


Pepys. June 3at !. 
Hays, Wm Ivory, Riches-ct, Lime-st, Comm Agent. 
Blackford & Riches, Gt Swan-alley, Moorgate-st. 
Pet May 10. 


26 atl. 

Hodgson, Joseph, Noble-st, Trimming Manufacturer. 
Murray. May 31 at 1. Blackford & Riches, Gt Swan-lane, Moor- 
gate-st. 
Pet May 11, 


Jones, Jas Strange, Fen-ct, Fenchurch-st, Comm Agent. 
Pet May 10. 


Roche. June 2 at ll, Lindus, Cheapside. 
Veuning & Co, Tokenhouse-yard, for Swyer, 


Pepys. 


Kingsbury, Wm Lake, Teffont Evias, Wilts, Farmer. 
Roche. May 26 at 2. 


Shaftesbury. 
Larmuth, Alfred Wm, Dagmar-ter, Essex-rd, Islington, General Agent. 


Roche. 





Pet May 12. June 2 at 12. 


Lay, Poultry. 
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Lawler, John, Bitterne, Southampton, Draper. Pet May ll. June 2 at 
12. Paterson & Co, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st ; Mackay, Southampton. 
Matthews, Chas Robt, High-st, St Giles, Tinsmith. Pet May 10. May 

#€25 at 2. Bartlett, Chandos-st, West Strand, 

Parsons, Robt Wynyard, Park-crescent, Stockwell, Coal Agent. Pet 
May ll. Roche. June 2at12. Huxham, Hare-ct, Temple. 

Potter, Danl, Allcroft-rd, Kentish-town, Brass aud Iron Bedstead Manus 
facturer. Pet May 6 Pepys. May 28 at 2. Hicks. Strand. 
Ranson, Albert, Monkesleigh, Suffolk, Butcher. Pet May 11. Pepys. 
June 3at 12. Nickinson & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Rewman, Oscar. Branah-rd, Mostyn-rd, Brixton, Comm Merchant. 
Pet May 5. May 26 at 11. Lewis & Lewis, E'y-pl. 

Richardson, Robt, Langley-p!, Commercial-rd East, Grocer. Pet May 
12, Roche. Juie 2ati2. Geaussent, New Broad-st. 

Rigby, Frank Dixon, Prisoner for Debt. London. Pet May 4 (for pan). 
Brougham. May 26at ll. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Russell, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May Il. Roche. 
June 2 at 12. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Russell, John, Berwick st, Soho, Journeyman Pork Batcher. Pet May 
10. Roche. June 2atll. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington. 

Smith, Geo Hy, Broad-green, Croydon, Gardener, Pet May 12. 
Pepys. June4at ll. Nind, Basingha!l-st. 

Taylor, Robt, Graham-rd, Dalston, Coatractor. Pet May 6. Pepys. 
May 28 at 2. Stackpoole, Pinner’s-hall, Old Broad-st. 

Thompson, Wm, Whitehall-ter, Tottenham, Baker. Pet May 12. 
Roche. June 2at12. Lewis & Sons, Wilmington-sq, Clerkenwell. 
Turner, John, Langford, Bedford, Smith. Pet May 12. June 2 at 12. 

Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Tyars,-Jas, Devonshire-pl, Green-lanes, Stoke Newington, Omnibus 
Proprietor. Pet May 10. Pepys. June3atl. Earle, Bedford-row, 
Holborn. 

Vandenbergh, Julius Arnoldus Ryke, Portsmouth, Hants, Shipowner. 
Pet May 10. Pepys. June3at12. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 

White, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 15. June 2 


at 12. 

Whymper, Hy Wm, Tottenham, Music Dealer. Pet May 10. Roche. 
June 2 atll. Abbott, Worship-st, Finsbury. 

Willcox, Hy, Overton-ter, Portland-rd, South Norwood, Plumber. Pet 
May10. Roche. May 26 at2. Crook, Moorgate-st. . 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Alven, Stanley Wyndham, Putsborough, Devon, Retired Oticer, Pet 
May 12. Exeter, May 23 at l2. Rozers & Rogers, Exeter. 

Anthony, Geo, Westwood, Derby. Pet May 8. Hubbersty. Alfreton, 
May 25 at 10. Smith, Derby. 

Arnold, Isaac, Porchfield, Isle of Wight, Innkeeper. Pet May 11, 
Blake Newport, May 26atl1l. Backiugsile, Newport. 

Babb, Wm, Pvisoner for Debt, Exeter. Adj April 13. Pearce. East 
Stoneouse, May 26 at 11. Beer & Randle, Devonport. 

Ball. Wm Thos Brown, Dudicy, Worcester, Grocer. Pet May 10. 
Walker. Dudley, May 27 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Bartram, Hy, Leeds, Painter. Pet Miy li. Marshall, Leads, May 24 
at12. Pickering, Leeds. 

Bewley, Wm Tiios Fox, Whitstab'e, Kent. Pet May 11. Callaway. 
Canterbury. May 18 atll. Sankey & Co, Canterbury. 

Blackbourn, John, Heckington, Lincoln, Labourer. Pet May 10. Peake. 
Sleaford, May 24 at 11. Harrison, Lincoln. 

Blakemin, Hs, Walsa!l, Stafford, out of business. Pet May 12. Tador. 
Birm, May 28 at 12. Brevitt, Dariaston. 

Bridges, Fredk, Lpool, Livery-stabie Keep2r. Pet May 6. Hime. 
Lpool, May 24at2. Woodburn, Lpool. 
roadfield, Arnold, Highgate, nr Birm, out of business. Pet May II. 
Guest. Birm, June 4ati0,. Free, birm. 

Bampus, Thos, jun, Birm, out of business. Pet May 12. Guest. 
Birm, June 4at10. Duke, Birm. 

Burgoyne, Taos, Nottingham, Lace Matera. Pet May 13. Tator. 
Birm, May 25 at li. Belk, Nottingham. 

Cairns, Thos, Sanderland, Durham, Fublican Pet May 11. Ellis. 

Sunderland, May 27 at ll. Brown, Sunderland. 

Cand, John, Kingston-upon-Huil, Journeyman Printer, Pet May 11. 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, May 31 at1ll. Summers, Hull. 

Clayton, Joha, jun, Hale, Chester, Farm Labourer. Pet May 10. 
Southern, Altrincham, May 25 at ll. Roberts, Manch. 

Clemson, Margaret, Hulme, Manch. Grocer. Pet May 11. Hulton, 
Salford, May 2) at 9.30. Sutton, Mauch. 

Cobley, John, Taelbridge, Devon, oat of business. Pet May 8. 
Sparkes. Crediton, May 26 at 11. Barrow, Callompton, 

Cole, Mark Lancey, West Cowes, Isle ot Wight, Tailor. Pet May 8. 
Blake. Newport, May 26 at 1!. Joyce, Newport. 

Coomer, Wm, Liswerry, Moamovath. Sno2 Maker. Pet May 8. 
Roberts. Newport, May 25at12. Tan & Wade, Newport, 

Davies, Wm, Preston Boats, Salop, Farm Bailiff, Pet May 10, Peele. 
Shrewsbury, May 31 at 1039. Morris, Shrewsbury. 

Damelow, Wm, Laicester, Conn Agent. Pet May Il. Tudor. Birm, 
May 25atll. Maples, Nottingham. 

Dann, Jolin, Kingston-upon Hui}, Groczr. Pet May 12. Leeds, May 
26at12. Jacobs, Hull. 

Dury, Antoine, Warwick, Decorative Painter. Pet May II. Hill, 
Birm, May 26 at 12. Passman, Warwick; Hodgson & Son, Birm. 
Ellis, James, Nantwich, Chester, China Dealer. Pet May 11. 

Broughton, Crewe, May 27at1). Jones, Audlem. 

Fairley, Robt, Sunderiand, Durham. Rope Manufacturer. Pet May 10. 
Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 25 at 11,30. Eglington, Sun- 
deriand. 

Faulkner, Joseph, Birchington, Kent, Journeyman Painter. Pet May 
10. Isaacson. Margate, May 25 at 12. Dorman, Margate. 

Fie!d, John, Norwich, Banker’s Clerk. Pet May 12. T’almer. 
Norwich, May 25atit. Pilgrim, Norwich. 

Foster, Maria, Souhport, Lancaster, Lodging-honse Keeper, Pet May 
10. Lpool, May 27 at ll. Forshaw & Co, Lpool. 

Fou'ds, Josep!i, Halifax, York, Joiner. Pet May 12. Rankin. Malifax, 
May 24 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 

Fox, Lenj, Gt Chell, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 12, 
Challinor. Hanley, Jane 5 at ll. Salt, Tanstali, 

Faters, Yhos, Crook, Durham, Draper. Pet May 11. Trotter. 
Bishop Auckland, May 31 at 2. Brignall, jun, Darham. 

Gage, Wm, South Bank, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May U1. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, May 27 at 11.15, Bainbridge, Middlesbrough. 














Graham, Wm, Leeds, Comm Agent. Pet May 7. Marshall. Leeds, 
May 24 at 12. Whiteley, Leeds. : 

Greenough, Reudan, Wigan, Lancaster, Collier. Pet May 12. Part. 
Wigan, June 2tat 10. Leader, Wigan. c 

Gwyther, John, Pembroke, Grocer. Pet May 12. Lazning. Pembroke, 
May 31 at10. Adams, Pembroke. 

Hall, Stephen, Hanley, Stafford, 015 of basinass. Pet May 12. Chal- 
linor, Hanley, June 5atll. We'ch, Hanley. ; 

Hawkes, Jas, High Harbourne, Worcester, out of business. Pet May 
ll. Watson. Oldbury, May 3l atll. Parry, Birm. 

Heatley, Jas, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Piamber. Pet May 10. Were. 
Whitehaven, May 25 at 3. Mason, Whitehaven. 

Hesketh, Jas, Crompton Fold, nr Bolton, Farm Labourer. Pet May 
10. Holden. Bolton, May 27 at 10. Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 

Hulston, Wm, Birm, Boot Maker. Pet May 12. Guest, Birm, June 
4at10. Walford, birm. 

Johnson, Wm, Sheerness, Kent, Farmer. Pet May ll. Wates. Sheer- 
ness, May 25 at 1. Willis, Sheerness. 

Jolly, Hy, Castle Donnington, Leicester, Jeweller. Pet May LI. Tudor. 
Birm, May 12 at ll. Doane, Loughborough. 5 ‘ 

Kay, Abraham, Halifax, Yorx, Woolstapler. Adj April 17, Leeds, 
May 31 at 11. 5 

Kenny, Eliz, & Robt Wm Kenny, Gt Neston, Chester, Flour Dealers 
Pet May 11. Lpoo!, May 3lat!l, Pemberton, Lpool. ‘ 

King, Walton, Bath, out of business, Pet May 10. Wilde. Bristo}, 
May 24at1l. Taddy, Bristol. 

Lace, Chas Kipling, Lpool, Merchant. Pet May 10. Lpool, May 25 at 
ll. Lace & Co, i : 
Latham, Geo, Nieir-lane, Stafford, Colour Maker. Pet May 11. Danie). 

Cheadle, May 19 at ll. Leech, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Ley, Edwd, Exeter, Bill Poster. Pet May 11, Daw. Exeter, May 24 
at 11. Fryer, Exeter. : 
Lodge, Benj., Birm, Commercial Traveller. Pet May 6. Guest. Birm, 

June 4at 10. Parry, Birm. . 

Mann, Fredk, Colchester, Essex. Music Seller. {Pet ;May 7. Barnes. 
Colchester, May 29 at 10. White, Colchester. 

Mariner, Geo, Bolton, Lancaster, Operative Cotton Spinner. Pet Ma 
10. Holden. Bolton, May 25 at ll. Edge & Dawson, Bolton. 

Melhuish, Wm, Shillingstone, Dorset, Carpenter. Pet May 10. Johns. 
Blandford, June 5 at 3. Atkinson, Blandford. 

Meredith, Robt Fitzgerald, Halstocs, Dorset, Clerk, Pet May 8. 
Exeter, May 25 at 11. Campion, Exeter. 

Mitchell, Joseph, Lamplouzh, Cam»orland, Farmer. Pet May Il. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 25 at 11.30. Bousfield, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. ‘ 

Mitchell, Geo Spedding, West Derby, Lancaster, Manager to a Licensed 
Victualler. Pet May 10. Lpool, May 27 at lt. Price, Lpool. 

Moorhead, John Wm, Roath, Glamorzan, Comm Agent, Pet May 10, 
Langley. Cardiff, May 29at1l. Ensor, Cardiff. 

Norvill, Wm, Weston-sup2r- Mare, Somerset, ouiof business. Pet May 
ll. Davies. Weston-super-Mare, May 24 at ll. Smith, Weston- 
super-Mare. 

Parker, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet May It (for pau). Harley. 
Bristol, May 28 at 12. 

Powell, John, Pembroke Dock, Pitch Heater. Pet May tl. Lanning. 
Pembroke, May 31 at 9.30. Parry, Pembroke. 

Prescott, Wm Chas, Kingston-upon-Hall, Merchant. Pet May 10. 
Leeds, May 26at 12. Holden & Sons, Hull. 

Redman, Wm, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Shipbroker. Pet May 8. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Miy 25 at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Richardson, Thos, Lpool, Commission Merchant. Pet May Il. Lpool, 
May 31 at ll. Richardson & Co, Lpool. 

Rogers, Jas, Newport, Monmouth, Labourer. Pet May 11. Roberts. 
Newport, May 25 at 12. Cathcart, Newport. 

Sanderson, Thornthwaite Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Pet May 
3 (for pau), Southgate. Gravesend, May 27 at 1. Brown, Basing- 
hall-st. 

Shelley, Chas Thos, Sudbary, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Pet April 6, 
Andrews. Sudbury, May 24at 12. Munford, Sadbury. 

Shepherd, John Snary, Birm, Journeyman Scale Fitter. Pet May 11, 
Guest. Birm, June 4 at 10. East, Birm. 

Sidaway, Joel, Drews Holloway, Worcester, Spade Manufacturer. Pet 
May 12. Mill. Birm, May 26at12, Allen, Birm, 

Smith, Robert (and not William as priated in ‘* Gazette’ of 16th ult.), 
Devonport, Butcher. Pet April 15. Pearce. East Stonehouse, May 
26 atll. Sole & Gill, Devonport. 

Smith, Simeon, jun, & John Thos Smith, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton 
Spinners. Pet May 12. Fardell. Mauch, May 31 at 12. Cobbett 
& Co, Manch. 

Townsend, Richd, Greenhillocks, Derby. Pet May 8. Hubbersty. 
Alfreton, May 25 at 10. Smith, Derby. 

Warner, Walter, Littlehampton, Sussex. out of business. Pet May 10. 
Holmes, Arundel, June 5 at 11.30. Lamb, Brighton. 

Westbury, Wm, Birm, Innkeeper. Pet May 6. Tudor. Birm, May 
28 at 12. Barlow & Snith, Birm. 

Wilkinson, Edwin Adolphus Jas, Kinganorton, Worcester, Surgeon. 
Pet May 12, Hill. Birm, May 26at 12. Stubbs & Fowke, Birm. 

Wood, hos, Lpool, Book-keeper. Pet May ll. Lpool, May 3! at 11. 
Masters, Lpcol. 

Wright, Wm, Oldham, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet May 10. Fardell. 
Manch, June 2 at 12, Stover, Manch. 

Tvurspay, May 18, 1869, 
To Surrender in London, 

Brown, Goodman, Bassett-ter, Portobello-rd, Notting-hill, Znc 
Worker. Pet May 14. June 2at%. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Butcher, Fredk Elliott, Plumstead, Kent, Grocer, Pet May 6. June 2 
at2. Howard & Co, Poultry. 

Chapman, Thos, Goldsmith’s-row, Hackney-rd, Pork Butcher, Pet 
May 12. Pepys. June 4at12. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs. 

Clark, Chas, Western-villas, Paddington, Comm Agent. Vet May 13. 
Roche. June2at i. Buchanan, Basinghall.st, 

Colborne, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 12 (for pau). 
foche. June 2 at 1. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane, Can- 
non-st. 

Cook, Thos, Oak-hill-pl, Quees’s-rd, Peckham, Tailor, Pet May 7 (for 
pau). Pepys. June datz. Durant, Guildball-chambers, 
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Cooper, Alfred, Queen-st, Twickenham, out of business. Pet May 15. 
Murray. June 7atll. Threherne & Wolferstan, Alderman bury 

Davis, Alfred, High-st, Camden-town, Glass Shade Merchant. Pet May 
13. Murray. ay 31 atl. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Day, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 11 (for pau). Pepys. 
June 3 at 2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Edwards, John, Reigate, Surrey, Outfitter. Pet May 13. Roche. June 
2 at 2. Chidley, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Edwards, Norman Fredk Forester, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet 
May 13 (for pau). Pepys. June4atl. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Eland, Fras, Bridge-st, Westminster, Wine Merchant. Pet May 14. 
Pepys. June4atl. Nettleship, Trafalgar-sq. 

Emery, Geo, Gray’s-inn-rd, Kilburn, Ham-shop Keeper. Pet May 13. 
June 2at2. Dennis, Southampton-bldgs, Holborn. 

Everard, Job, Yelvertoft, Northampton, Builder. Pet May 5. Roche. 
Juue 2 at ll. Reed & Co,’Gresham-st; Jefferey & Son, North- 
ampton. 

Escott, Edmund, Augustus-st, Regent’s-pk, Carpenter. Pet May 15. 
June 7 at ll. Greaves, Essex-st, Strand. 

Goodwin, Thos, Hampton-st, Walworth-rd, Foreman to a Meat Sales- 
man. Pet May 12. June2atl. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Harding, John. Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 14 (for pau). 
Brougham. June7atll. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane. 

Heather, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 13 (for pau). 
Pepys. June4ati, Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Hewett, Edwd Jas, Rutland-ter, Abbey-rd, St John’s-wood, no 
business. Pet May 13. June 2 at !. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Holland, Philip Hy, Watham-green, Fulham, Publican. Pet May 
15, June 7atil. Hancock & Co, Carey-st, Lincoln’s-ian-fields. 

Horn, Geo, Thos, Chapel-st, Bedford-row, Bookseller’s Assistant. 
Pet May 10. Pepys. June 3 at 1. Lydall, Southampton-bidgs, 
Chancery-lane. 

Job, Wm, Church-st, Greenwich, Butcher, Pet May 12. Pepys. 
June 4at 11. Hughes & Co, Bishopsgate-st Within. 

Lamb, Hy Michael, Prisoner for Dept, Surrey. Pet May 14 (for pau) 
Murray. June 7 at 11. Hickling, Trinity-sq, Borough. 

Laws, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 13 (for pau), 
Brongham. June 2 at 2, Kimberley, Scott’s yard, Bush-lane. 

Millen, Wm, sen, Sittingbourne, Kent, Grocer, Pet May 12, Pepys. 
June 4 at 11. Gibson & Co, Auchurch-yard. 

Morley, Hugh Walter, Prisorer for Debt, London. Pet May 11 (for 
pau). Pepys. June 4at2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Mouillée, Louis, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 14 (for pau). 
Brougham. June7atll. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Nolan, Jas Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 12 
Pepys. June4atl. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane 

Permain, Geo Thos, Sutton Scotney, Hauts, Miller. Pet May 15. 
Murray. June 7atll. Walker & Co, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury; 
Faithfull, Winchester. , 

Potgieser, Jean Frangois, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 12 (for 
pau). Murray, June2atl. Cocke, Gresham-bidgs, Guildball. 

Preston, John Wm, Bell Stables, Wandsworth-rd, out of business. Pet 
May 12. June 2at12. Morris, Leicester-sq. 

Rickaby, Robt, Benlah-ter, Leytonstone-rd, of no occupation. Pet 
May 13. Roche. June 2 atl. Kent, Mitre-ct, Temple. 

Spark, Alfred, Sun-st, Bishopsgate,Comm Agent. Pet May 13, June 
2 atl. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall st. 

Thomas, Morgan, High-st, Poplar, Tea Grocer. Pet May 13. Pepys. 
June 4 at 12. Steadman, London-wall. 


(for pan). 


Fleming, Patrick, Batley, York, Builder. Pet May 13. 


Leeds, Miy 31 

at ll. Simpson, Leeds. 

Finley, John, Harperley, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 15. 
Trotter. Bishop Auckland, May 3] at 10. Stafford, Durham. 

Frater, Jas Roy, Wrexham, Denbizh, Writing Clerk. Pet M ay Le 
Harrison. Welshpool, June 3 at}. Jones, Wrexham. 

Gay, David, Bufferland, Pembroke,Shipwright. Pet May 13. Lanning. 
Pembroke, May 31 at 9.30. Parry, Pembroke Dock. 

Gilbert, Frede Wm, Sheffield, out of business, Pet May 13. Leeds, 
June 2 at 12. Dyson, York. 

Griffin, Arthur, Middlesbrough, York, Attorney, Pet May 14. 
Crosby. Middlesbrough, May 31 at 11.30. Dobson, Middlesbrough, 

Hall, Wm, Nottingham, Labourer. Pet May 14. Patchitt. Notting- 
ham, June 30 at 10.30. Cranch, Nottingham. 

Harding, Wm, Much Marcle, Hereford, Shopkeeper. Pet May 14. 
Tudor. Birm, May 28 at 12. Reece, Ledbury. 

Hayward, Robt, Dorchester, Dorset, Butcher. Pet May 14. Exeter, 
May 28 at 11.30. Symonds, Dorchester; Rogers & Rogers, Exeter. 


Hogben, Isaac, Dover, Kent, Corn Factor. Pet May 12. Greenhow. 
Dover, May 29 at 12. Minter, Dover. 
Howe, Wm, Darlington, Durham, Corn Factor. Pet May 14. Bowes, 


Darlington, May 29 at 10. Clayhills, Darlington. 

Rye, Se Lpool, Slater, Pet May 13. Lpool,June | at Jl. God- 
rey, Lpool. 

Jones, John, Capel Gwym, Anglesey, Shopkeeper. Pet May 13. Dew’ 
Llangefni, June 3 at 2. Griffith, Holyhead. 

Langham, Hy Pochin, Shrewsbury, Salop, Shoe Manufacturer. Pet 
May 6. Hill. Birm, June 2at12. Chandler, Shrewsbury ; James & 
Griffin, Birm. 

Lister, Joseph, & Fredk Lister. Wortley, Leeds, Curriers. 
Leeds, May 31 at 11. Middleton & Son, Leeds. 

Longley, Thos, East Peckham, Kent, Carpenter. Pet May 10. Scuda- 
more. Maidstone, May 21 at 10. Palmer, Tonbridge. 


Pet May 13. 


Maggs, Chas, Calne, Wilts, Clock Maker. Pet May 13. Bogers. 
Calne, May 27 at 10, Rawlings, Melksham. 

Morris, Edwd, Farnworth, Lancaster, Beerseller. Pet May 14. Hol- 
den. Bolton, June 2 atll. Hall & Rutter, Bolton. 

Onions, Hy, Penkridge, Stafford, Chemist. Pet May 14. Spilsbury. 
Stafford, May 29at 10. Baron, Wolverhampton. 

Pearse, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Pet May 11 (for pau). Blaker. 
Lewes, June 3 at 12. 

Phillips, David Wm, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Tailor. Pet May 10 
Russell. Merthyr Tydfil, June 1 at1l. Rosser, Aberdare. 

Parl, Chas Jeffery, Halstead, Essex, Farrier. Pet May 10. Harris. 


Halstead, May 28 at 2. Cardinall, Halstead. 

Spencer, Harriott Louisa, & Matilda Jane Spencer, Spittlegate, Lincoln 
Teachers. Pet May 12. Grantham, May 25 at 11. Malim, 
Grantham. 

Stott, Wm, Geo Stott, & John Maude, Brighouse, York, Cotton Spinners. 
Pet May 15. Leeds, June7 atl. Simpson, Leeds. 

Sugden, Jas, Leeds, Ironmonger. Pet May 13. Leeds, May 31 at 11. 
Walker, Leeds. 

Taylor, David, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. 
Fardell, Manch,Junel at 12. Cobbett & Co, Manch. 

Townend, Jas, Hemsworth, York, Labourer. Pet May 14, 
Pontefract, June 3 at 11. Freeman, Huddersfield. 

Troon, Wm Jas, Falmouth, Cornwall, Carpenter. Pct May 13, 
Falmouth, May 27 at 11. Tremewen, Falmouth. 


Pet May 13. 
Coleman, 
Tilly. 
Shef- 





Thompson, Thos, Newington-green-rd, Glass Painter. Pet May 11. 
June 2 at 11, Dubois & Maynard, Church-passage, Gresham-st. 

Turner, Jas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 12 (for pau). 
Pepys. June 4at2, Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Wakeley, Geo, Tyers st, Lambeth, Kating-house Keeper. Pet May 14. 
Roche. June 2 at 2. Kent, Cannon-st. 

Webster, John, Union-st, Notting-hitl, General Dealer. 
June 2 at 11, Drake, Basinghal'-st. 
Young, Peter, Upper Kennington-lane, 
Roche. June 2 at 2. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Ashenden, Hannah, Newborongh, Stafford, Draper. Pet May 14 
Tudor. Birm, May 28 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm. 

Astley, Thos, Lpool, Fish Dealer. Pet May 13. Hime. 
31 at 2, Thornley, Lpool. 

Attwood, Joseph, Coalway-lane End, Gloucester, Ironfounder, 
May 14. Wilde. bristol, May 28 at Ll. 
Bristol. : 

Barnett, Joseph, Brighton, Clothier. Pet May 11 (for pau). Blaker. 
Lewes, June 3 at 12 


Pet May IL. | 


Carpenter. Pet May 15. 


Heath & Parker, St Helen’s-pl, 


Lpool, May 


Pet 
Henderson & Salmon, 


Basch, Jacob, Sheffield, Cap Manufacturer. Pet May 14. Wake. 
Sheffield, June 2 at 1. Tattersha‘l, Sheffield. 
Brindle, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 15. Fardell. 


Manch, June 1 at ll. 

Brown, Joseph Norbury, Manch, Grey Cloth Agent, 
Fardell. Manch, June 2 at 11. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

Brown, Jas, Tow Law, Durham, Draper. Pet May 11, Gibson, 
Newcastle-xpon-Tyne, June 7 at 12. Hoyle & Co, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne; Watson, Durham. ; 

Bull, Geo, Torpoint, Cornwall, Pensioner, Pet May 14. 
Stonehouse, June 2 at 11. kdmonds & Son, Plymouth. 

Calvert, Geo Sutcliffe, Halifax, York, out of business, 
Rankin. Halifax, May 28 at 10. Storey, Halifax. 

Cane, Jas Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Pet May 11 (for pau) 


Pet May 13, 


Pearce, East 


ret May 13, 


Blaker. Lewes, June 3 at 12, 
Carroll, Jas, jan, & Wm Hy Carroll, Lpool, Bookbinders, Pet May 
14. Lpool, May 28 at il. Woodburn & Pemberton, Lpocl. ‘ 
Chown, Eliz, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet May 12. Langley 


Cardiff, May 29 at 11. Morgan, Cardiff. 

Darby, Fredk Whitlock, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. 
(for pau). Blaker, Lewes, June 3 at 12. 

Davies, Thos, Waterloo, Pembroke, Shipwright. Pet May 13. Lan- 

_ hing, Pembroke, May 31 at 9.30. Yarry, Pembroke Dock. 
Edgar, John, Merthyr Tydfil Glamorgan, Draper. Pet May 13. Wilde. 

Bristol, May 27 at 11, Bensoa & Elletson, Bristol. 

Evans, Joshua, Lianover, Monmouth, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet May 
15. Wilde, Bristo!, May 29 at 11. Jones, Llandyssul ; Henderson & 
Salmon, Bristol. 


Pet May 11. 





' Williams, David, Pentra, Glamorgan, Building Contractor. 


Walker, Joseph, Sheffield York, Builder. Pet May 5. Wake. 
field, June 2 at !. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Waterhouse, Sam] Hy, Bradford, York, Beerseller. 
ford, June 11 at 9.15. Rhodes, Bradford. 

Weston, Chas, Stockton-upon-Tees, Durham, Chemist. Pet May 15. 
Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 4 at 12, Clemmet, Stockton, 

White, Wallace, Hanley, Stafford, out of business. Pet May 13. 
Challinor. Hanley, June 5 atll. Welch, Hanley. 

Wileman, Wm Hy, Louth, Lincoln, Bootmaker. Pet May 11. 
Louth, May 3! at ll. Wood, Louth. 


Pet May 13, Brad- 


Waite. 


Pet May 

13, Spickett. Pontypridd, May 29 at 12. . Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Williams, Geo, Seacombe, Chester, Joiner. Pet May 13. Lpool, 
June l at Il. Richardson & Co, Lpool. 

Williams, Hy, Swansea, Glamorgan, Mining Engineer. 
Wilde. Bristol, May 27 at ll. Price, 
Bristol. 


Pet May 13. 
Harverfordwest ; Price, 


Willis, Israel, Maidenhead, Berks, Hawker. Pet May 14. 
Windsor, May 29 at 11. Spicer, Gt Marlow. 

Winder, Jas, & Joseph Barker Winder, Leeds, Scribblers. Pet May 
15, Leeds, May 31 at 11. Middleton & Son, Leeds. 

Workman, Wm, Appleby, Westmoreland, Miller. Pet May 13. Heelis. 
Appleby, June 4 at 12. Cant, Penrith. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TugspaY, May 18, 1869. 
Brown, Edwd, Bassett-st, Kentish-town, Builder. May 15. 
Rickman, Wm, Poole, Dorset, Corn Merchant. May 13. 


Darvill. 





RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 

Proposat ror LOAN ON MortGacks, 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.¢., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particu’ars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is pro posed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors, in England and Wales, and their Wives, 
Widows, and Families. 


INSTITUTED 1858. 


THE DIRECTORS HAVE THE PLEASURE TO STATE THAT 


THE NINTH ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 


In aid of the Funds of this Association will take place 


ON WEDNESDAY, THE 9th OF JUNE, 


AT WILLIS’S ROOMS, KING 


STREET, ST. JAMES’S, LONDON, 


Under the Presidency of 


THE RIGHT HONOURABLE THE LORD JUSTICE SELWYN. 





The following Members of the Profession have kindly consented to serve as 
STEWARDS. 


GEORGE BRINDLEY ACWORTH, Esq., Rochester. 
THOMAS AV ao ., Liverpool. 

EDWARD BANNER, Esq., Liverpool. 

CHARLES BAYLIS, Ksq, London. 

EDWARD BENHAM, Louton, 

RUSSELL H. W. BIGG3, Esq, Liverpool. 
THOMAS WARD BLAG isy., St. Albans. 
AWILLIAM FRANK BLANDY, Esq., Reading. 
FRANCIS BUCKLAND, Esq., London. 

GEORGE F. CARNELL, Esq., Sevenoaks. 

CHAS. H. CHAMBERLIN, Esq., Gt. Yarmouth. 
WILLIAM CHUBB, Esq., London. 

WILLIAM STRICKLAND COOKSON, Esq., London. 
JOHN DRUMMOND, Esq., Croydon. 

‘WILLIAM EVANS, Esq., Birmingham. 
FREELAND FILLITER, Esq., Wareham. 





HOMAS 
HENRY HARRIS, Esq 









| 

| THOMAS — 
| HENRY E. HUN 

| 

| 

1 

| 


HENRY KIMBER, Esq.. 





WILLIAM BROOKS GATES, Esq., Northampton, 

SYDNEY GEDGE, Esq., London. 

eutee CLARENCE HALSE, Esq., London. | ea ADAMS PHILLIPS, Esq., Lenten 
HAMLIN, Esq., Redhill, Bristol. 


Lon 
THOMAS HARRISON. Esq. .» London 
Esq., Jun., irises. 


=D HEUGER, Esq., London 

JOHN WILLIAM i HICKL IN, Esq. London. 
T, Esq., Nottingham. 
EDWARD E. P. KELSEY, Esq., Salisbury. 
JOHN KENDALL, Esq., London. 
FREDERICK KENT, Esq., London, 
London. | JOHN DUFFIN THOMSON, Esq » London. 
ROBERT BAXTER LOWNDES, pol aa j 
JOSIAH J. MERRIMAN, Esq., Lond 


THOMAS FRANCIS PEACOCK, Esq., Samper. 
JOSHUA JOHN PEELE, Esq., Shrewsbury. 


GEO aa K. 2 Esq., Secondary of London. 
don. PHILIP RICKM AN, . Lon don. 
WILLIAM HENRY RO LAND, Esq., Croydon. 
WILLIAM SHAEN, Esq., London. 
CHARLES JOSEPH sie, aw -» Reigate 
SIDNEY SMITH, Esq., Lond 
JOHN STALLARD, Esq., Worcester. 
RALPH STEVENSON Esq., Han 
WILLIAM JESSE STRE ET, Ej ka Tandon 
HARRY SMITH STYAN, Esq ondon. 


JOHN SMALE TORK, Esq., London. 
JOHN TUCKER, Esq., London. 





JAMES FLU + Rk, Esq., Lond: lon. | JOHN BRADDICK MONCKTON, Esa., » London, GEORGE DILLON V EBB, Esq., Lon lon, 
JOHN TH . Esq ondon. ROBERT BENDLE MOORE, Esq., Birkenhead. WILLIAM YEWD, Esq., ‘London. 
ye “yy HOSKINS) FRYER, Baa.. "Gloucester. | EDWARD MOss, Esq., London. HENRY THOMAS YOUNG, Esq., London. 


R FURLEY, Esq. Canterbury 
cunts: POPHE MILL GATES, Esq., “Lutterworth. 


THOMAS NOTON, Esq., London. 
HENRY O'BRIEN O'DONOGHUE, Esq., Bristol. 


THOMAS BRISTOWE YOUNG, "Esq., London. 


Tickets for the Dinner, 21s. each, may be obtained of any of the Stewards, of the Secretary, or at Willis’s Rooms. 
Dinner at Half-past Six. 


Donations and Subscriptions will be thankfully received by the Stewards, or the Secretary, 


9, Clifford’s Inn, London, E.C. 


THOMAS EIFFE, Secrerary. 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by thie and Fees and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFI 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention 1 of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 
and hereby solicits their continued support. —N.B. One copy of advertise. 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 
File of “ London Gazette ” ony for reference. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite under _the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice. 








The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for reyistration and distribution. SHARE CEtl- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed 
and executed. No charge for sketches. Companies Fee Stamps. 
Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Accouat 1 Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
etrest, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeauts’-inn) 


ARR’S, 265 STRAND. 
“Tf I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the agreeable 
accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only one 
house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you may 
wash down the roast beef of old England with excellent Burgundy, at 
two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle for a 
shilling.’’— All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 410. 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in 
London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d. 


INE DRY PALE SHERRY, 30s. per doz., D. G. 
Gordon’s shipping. Splendid Golden Sherry, Fernandez and 

Kamo’s shipping, 30s. Port, 303. Creaming Champagne, 42s. Six 
bottles, 2ls.; pints, 24s. First quality Wines. 

Havana Cigars—La Patria, 30s. El Principe de Gales, 40s. per 100, 
Continental Palmas, 15s. Concha Londres, 18s. Carriage paid. 

Cellars stocked with first-class Wines upon the lowest possible charges 
for cash—25 doz,, 27s.; 50, 25s.; 100, 24s, Port, Sherry, or Champagne; 
all Port or Sherry ; ; or assorted. 


ASHLEY & CO., 24, Garrick-street, Covent-garden. 





{FXO SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best- made article lower than anyother house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 








SL, ACK’S FENDER ‘AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, $s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 28, 6d.to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 78. 6d. Tea-trays, 
is, 6d, setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
svory Table Knives, }4s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks,$s.9d, and12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. Al) ware 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing frou nor. 

ery, &.. Maybe had gratis or postfree, Every article inarked ‘2 plain 

ures at the same low prices for which their establishment bas been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered car.iage free 


per rai!, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND), LONDOY, 
Opposite Somerset House. 








Now ready, = 6d., by post 7d., 
“TINHE FINAL,” No. I, containing the Questions 


of the Final Examination of Easter Term, 1869, with the An- 
swers. By EDWARD HENSLOWE BEDFORD, Solicitor, 9, Kings’s 
Bench-walk, Temple. 
TEVENS & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 


SE ACK’S SILVER ELEC CTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuabje properties renders itin appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern, Thread, King's. 


£4 £84 £814. £8. 4, 
Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oand! 18 0 24 0 210 0 
Dessert ditto .secsecsseee 1 0 Oandl 10 UO 112 0 115 6 
Table Spoons ...seesseees 110 Oandl 18 O 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto «+... » | 0 GOandi 10 0 112 0 1 0 





Tea SPOONS sesssesess 012 OandoO 18 0 120 15 90 


Every Article for the Fable, asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for: 
wardedon rece of 20 sta’ 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
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